TELEPHONE 


The-Americam  Numismatic  -Soci  ety 

(FOUNDED  IS58  •  INCORPORATED  1865) 

Broadway-  at  •  1 5  5th  •  5t  r  eet 


Hew  -York  -  N.Y.  10032 


Eric  P.  Newman 
6450  Cecil  Ave. 

St.  Louis,  Missouri 

65105  January  27,  1987 


Dear  Eric: 

Please  accept  the  enclosed  photocopies  with  my 
compliments.  They  should  answer  your  question  on  the  1796 
Edwards  #  cent. 

Hoping  I  have  been  of  help,  I  am 


Sincerely  yours 

Francis  D.  Campbell 
Librarian 


A.  N.  A.  Convention 

Auction  Sale 

August  16*47^18*49,  1961 

Hotel  Biltmore  -  Atlanta,  Georgia 

***** 

ORDER  OF  SALE 

FIRST  SESSION: 

Friday  Afternoon,  1:00  P.  M.  -  Lots  1  to  600 
SECOND  SESSION: 

Friday  Evening,  7:00  P.  M.  -  Lots  601  to  1248 
THIRD  SESSION: 

Saturday  Afternoon,  1:00  P.M.-Lots  1249  to  End 


RARE  UNITED  STATES 

FOREIGN  AND  ANCIENT  COINS 

U.  S.  CURRENCY  AND  MEDALS 


CATALOGUED  AND  SOLD  BY 

James  Kelly 

LICENSED  AND  BONDED 'AUCTIONEER 

WORLD  NUMISMATIQUES ,  INC. 

Three  Thirty  Three  West  First  Street,  Dayton  2,  Ohio 

JAMES  KELLY,  President  HELEN  PRICE,  Treasurer 

-  1  - 


U.S.  HALF  CENTS 


1382.  1793  Only  year  of  this  type.  Obverse  Fine,  reverse 
slightly  better.  Was  purchased  as  Very  Fine  and  cost 
$300.00 

1383.  1794  Large  planchet,  lettered  edge.  Reverse  struck  at 
right  angles  to  obverse.  Shows  very  little  wear.  Reportedly 
cost  $350.00 

1384.  1795  Lettered  edge,  punctuated  date,  G-3.  Fine  or 
slightly  better,  valued  at  $175.00 

1385.  1796  Thin  planchet,  plain  edge,  pole  to  cap.  The  famous 
Dr.  Edwards  coin,  records  state  only  12  struck  and 
possibly  fewer  exist  today.  Practically  Uncirculated, 
medium  brown  color.  Latest  auction  record  was  $675.00, 
although  one  was  advertised  in  April,  1960  for  $1,250.00 

1386.  1797  Lettered  edge,  struck  on  planchet  cut  down  from 
1796  Cent,  "6"  plain  in  obverse  field.  "America"  on 
reverse  is  not  sharp;  however,  this  is  due  to  striking 
rather  than  wear.  Considered  Very  Fine  by  consignor. 
While  one  of  the  finest  specimens  we  have  ever  seen, 
prefer  to  call  it  Very  Good  to  Fine,  Valued  at  $500.00. 

1387.  1797  Plain  edge,  G-2.  Thick  planchet  and  low  head  as  on 
the  lettered  edge  variety.  About  Fine,  rare,  valued  at 
$150.00 

1388.  1804,  1809  Fine  to  Very  Fine,  2pieces  -- 

1389.  1804  Plain  4.  Very  Fine  plus  -- 

1390.  1807-26-28-29  Good  to  About  Fine,  4  pieces  — 

1391.  1809,  1854  Very  Fine  plus,  2  pieces  — 

1392.  1809,  1851  Fine  or  better,  2  pieces  — 

1393.  1811  Extremely  Fine  to  About  Uncirculated,  dark  steel 
color.  Rare  and  choice,  valued  at  $235.00 

1394.  1826,  1857  Fine  or  slightly  better,  2  pieces  -- 


76 


UNITED  STATES  HALF  CENTS 


Rare  Original  1831 

1395.  1831  Original,  Uncirculated  light  brown  color.  One  of 

the  rarest  of  the  Half  Cents  as  the  1831  was  struck  for 
circulation  which  was  not  true  of  some  of  the  later 
originals,  as  well  as  re-strikes.  Actually,  one  of  the 
rarest  copper  coins  in  the  United  States  series  and 
could  easily  bring  the  consignor's  estimate  of  $1,  000.  00 


1396.  1835,  1857  Very  Fine  or  slightly  better,  2  pieces  — 

1397.  1836  Original,  Red  and  blue  toned  Proof,  nearly  full 
brilliancy.  Purchased  at  the  A.N.A.  Sale  in  1959, 
valued  by  consignor  at  $600.00. 

1398.  1841  Small  berries,  so-called  Re-strike.  Brilliant 
iridescent  red  and  purple  Proof,  trace  of  die  break  from 
second  to  seventh  star.  A  magnificent  coin  of  great 
rarity,  valued  at  $500.00 

1399.  1848  Small  berries,  so-called  Re- strike.  Reddish  brown 
Proof,  considerable  brilliancy.  It  is  doubtful  if  more  than 
one  dozen  specimens  exist.  Worth  close  to  $500.00 

United  States  Large  Cents 


1400.  1793  Sh-6  Wreath  type  with  plain  edge,  believed  to  be 

unique.  Extremely  Fine  and  most  certainly  guaranteed 
genuine.  Extremely  rare,  the  consignor  claims  to  have 
paid  $2, 500.00. 
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Mehl  Quality  Sale  111 


CATALOG 

CONSIGNMENT  FROM  THE  WORLD-FAMOUS 
COLLECTION 

and  Property  of 

HIS  MAJESTY,  FAROUK  I,  KING  OF  EGYPT! 


UNITED  STATES  AND  FOREIGN  GOLD  AND  PLATINUM 
COINS,  WITH  MANY  RARITIES 

Both  varieties  of  the  1798  $10.00;  Brilliant  Proof  1863  $2.50  Gold; 
$3.00  Gold  with  Portrait  of  Lincoln.  Largest  Collection 
of  Platinum  Coins  Ever  Offered  in  U.  S.,  Etc. 

Also 

The  Dr.  Christian  A.  Allenburger  Collection 

COLUMBUS,  NEBRASKA 

UNITED  STATES  SILVER  AND  COPPER  COINS 
1793  TO  1946 

AND  THE 

Dr.  Russell  H.  Renz  Collection 

DETROIT,  MICHIGAN 

United  States  Currency;  U.  S.  and  Foreign  Gold;  Pioneer  Gold; 
Curious  Coins,  Etc. 

ALL  TO  BE  SOLD  WITHOUT  RESERVE  AT 

AUCTION 

TUESDAY,  MARCH  23,  1948 

Catalogued  and  to  be  sold  by 


NUMlLPMAVTIifT 
Mehl  Building  Fort  Worth,  Texas 

In  my  Forty-Eighth  Successful  Numismatic  Year 


U.  S.  COPPER  CENTS  &  HALF  CENTS,  1796 


398  Cent,  1796.  Bust  type.  Even  close  date.  Milled  borders  on 
reverse  but  none  on  obverse.  Originally  purchased  as  ex¬ 
tremely  fine.  I  classify  it  here  as  very  fine.  A  pin-point  nick 
on  center  of  reverse.  Even  light  brown  surface.  A  most  ac¬ 
ceptable  specimen  of  this  rarity.  Record  over  $60.00  for 
similar  specimen. 

399  Cent,  1796.  Bust  type.  Curved  date,  6  very  much  slanting. 
Suction  marks  at  chin.  Partly  milled  borders  on  obverse  and 
full  milled  borders  on  reverse.  Strictly  fine.  Rare.  Auction 
record  for  similar  specimen  up  to  $40.00. 

400  Cent,  1796.  Bust  type.  Date  spaced,  1  7  9  6.  Die  breaks 
through  96.  Light  nick  on  obverse.  Partly  milled  border  on 
obverse  and  full  milled  border  on  reverse.  Strictly  fine.  Cata¬ 
logs  for  $20.00  and  retails  for  more. 

401  Cent,  1796.  Bust  type.  Evenly  spaced  date.  Slight  milled 
borders  on  obverse  and  partly  on  reverse.  Strictly  very  good. 
Free  from  any  serious  nicks  or  dents.  Very  scarce. 


Choice  Specimen  of  the  Extremely  Rare  1796  Half-Cent 
Lot  No.  402 

Half-Cent  1796.  Variety  with  pole.  Plain  edge,  as  all 
are.  I  unhesitatingly  classify  this  coin  as  extremely  fine, 
very  near  uncirculated.  It  is  sharply  struck  and  only 
the  highest  portions  show  slight  cabinet  friction.  I  doubt 
very  much  if  this  coin  has  ever  been  in  circulation.  The 
milling  on  obverse  is  wide  and  deep  but  not  well  cen¬ 
tered.  The  reverse  is  the  same  but  also  not  evenly  cen¬ 
tered.  The  surface  is  an  even  light  brown  with  traces  of 
original  mint  red  on  reverse.  A  tiny  spot  on  lower  right 
obverse,  not  affecting  the  appearance  of  the  value  of  this 
rarity.  One  of  the  best  known  specimens  of  this  the  rarest 
date  Half-Cent.  Purchased  by  Dr.  Allenburger  from  S.  H. 
Chapman  many  years  ago. 


The  SILVER  and  COPPER  COINS  of  1797 

The  silver  coinage  of  1797  consisted  of  Dollars,  Half-Dollars,  Dimes 
and  Five-Cents  silver.  The  copper:  Cents  and  Half-Cents. 

403  Dollar,  1797.  Variety  with  six  stars  to  right  of  bust  and  ten  to 
left.  Reverse,  large  letters  in  legend.  Beautiful  uncirculated 
Specimen.  Sharp  with  bold  impression  and  every  star  filled. 
Die  suction  marks  on  obverse  and  very  light,  hardly  noticeable, 
file  marks  on  reverse.  A  tiny  light  nick  at  eagle's  beak,  prob¬ 
ably  due  to  another  coin  falling  on  it.  With  full  bright  mint 
luster.  Just  about  as  perfect  as  the  day  it  was  minted.  Rare 
and  valuable  so  choice.  A  similar  specimen  is  my  Sale  of  the 
Roe  Collection  brought  $112.50. 

404  Dollar,  1797.  Same  type  as  last,  six  stars  to  right  and  ten 
to  left  of  bust.  Strictly  very  fine.  Catalogs  $27.50  but  has  an 
auction  record  for  much  more. 
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MEHL  QUALITY  SALE  114 


UNITED  STATES  GOLD,  SILVER 
and  COPPER  COINS 


The  Collections  of 

SAMUEL  M.  RAPOPORT 

Allentown,  Pennsylvania 

BEN  F.  FIELD 

Los  Angeles,  California 

MISS  RUBY  DIAMOND 

Tallahassee,  Florida 
and 

Beautiful  and  Rare  Coins,  Medals, 
Orders  and  Decorations 

From  the  Collection  of  and  Consigned  by 

His  Majesty,  Farouk  I 
King  of  Egypt 


Also  Some  Very  Rare  Pioneer  Gold  Coins 
Property  of 

ALFRED  WALTERS 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
TO  BE  SOLD  WITHOUT  RESERVE  AT 

AUCTION 

TUESDAY,  JUNE  12th,  1951 

ALL  BIDS  BY  MAIL 


Catalogued  and  To  Be  Sold  by 


tsr xjr  tvt  i  ivi  .aj nr  i  cO  nr 


MEHL  BUILDING 


FORT  WORTH,  TEXAS 


UNITED  STATES  HALF  CENTS,  1795-1800 


8  1795  Thick  planchet;  lettered  edge,  but  with  punctuated  date. 
A  beautiful  extremely  fine  specimen  with  glossy  steel  color. 
Only  a  shade  from  uncirculated.  Rare  and  valuable  so  choice. 
Said  to  have  cost  $85.00. 

9  1795  Thin  planchet;  plain  edge.  Variety  with  punctuated  date 
and  with  pole  to  cap.  Gilbert  4.  Extremely  fine;  just  a  shade 
from  uncirculated;  nice  even  medium  olive  surface.  A  beautiful 
coin  and  quite  rare  so  choice.  (Valued  at  $30.00) 

10  1795  Thin  planchet.  Without  pole  to  cap.  A  difficult  variety 
to  find  choice.  This  specimen  is  strictly  extremely  fine  with  the 
reverse  nearly  uncirculated;  even  glossy  olive  surface.  Cost 
$36.00  several  years  ago  and  certainly  worth  it. 

11  1796  The  rarest  date  of  the  entire  series  of  Half-Cents.  Variety 
with  pole  to  cap.  An  evenly  struck  and  evenly  circulated  speci¬ 
men.  The  wear  is  evenly  distributed.  The  coin  can  be  classed 
as  strictly  fine  for  this  rarity.  The  obverse  is  rather  bold.  The 
coin  as  a  whole  has  a  nice  even  olive  surface.  It  was  classified 
by  former  owner  as  very  fine.  Superior  to  the  Atwater  speci¬ 
men  which  brought  $235.00  in  1946.  This  coin  today,  at  retail, 
should  bring  at  least  $350.00. 

12  1796  Another  specimen  as  last,  but  of  an  entirely  different  die. 
Liberty  head  slightly  different  and  the  reverse  is  also  of  a 
slightly  different  die.  It  is  the  variety  with  pole.  This  coin  is 
from  the  Dr.  Allenburger  Collection  and  formerly  from  S.  H. 
Chapman,  from  whom  it  was  purchased  many,  many  years 
ago.  In  the  Allenburger  Sale,  in  1948,  it  was  cataloged  as 
sharply  struck  and  strictly  extremely  fine,  nearly  uncirculated; 
light  brown  surface.  It  brought  $355.00,  but  in  this  choice  con¬ 
dition  it  should  be  worth  much  more. 

13  1797  The  excessively  rare  variety  with  lettered  edge.  The  best 
specimen  of  this  rarity  that  I  recall  ever  handling  or  seen.  This 
may  and  may  not  mean  anything,  but  to  my  way  of  thinking, 
this  coin  is  by  far  more  rare  than  the  1796  Half-Cent.  Such 
great  collections  as  the  Dunham,  Atwater,  Dr.  Allenburger  and 
others  did  not  even  have  a  single  specimen.  It  was  purchased 
as  very  fine,  and  for  this  rarity  I  think  it  is  a  just  classification. 
But  to  be  on  the  safe  side,  I'll  call  the  coin,  as  a  whole,  strictly 
fine,  and  on  this  classification  there  can  certainly  be  no  differ¬ 
ence  of  opinion.  The  last  specimen  offered  was  in  the  Neil 
Collection  in  1947,  where  a  specimen  not  nearly  as  choice 
brought  $105.00.  In  my  opinion  this  particular  coin  today 
should  bring  nearly  double  that  amount.  . 

14  1797  Plain  edge.  Variety  with  1  over  1  of  date.  Uncirculated, 
beautiful  olive  surface,  slightly  glossy.  Struck  over  another 
coin,  evidence  of  which  shows  on  reverse.  Rare  so  choice. 
Cost  $30.00  several  years  ago.  These  beautiful  little  coins  in 
uncirculated  condition  are  more  rare  than  the  large  cents  as 
far  fewer  are  known  to  exist. 

15  1800  There  is  only  one  variety  of  this  date  Half-Cent.  Nearly 
uncirculated,  nice  color.  Very  scarce.  Catalogs  $4.00  in  only 
fine.  This  coin  cost  over  $8.00. 
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AUCTION  CATALOGUE 

Nos.  32  -  33 

Concluding  the  Sale  of  the 

WORLD’S  GREATEST  COLLECTION 

of 

UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


o - o 

Featuring 

The  Series  of  Half  Dimes,  Three  Cent  Pieces  and  Dimes 
as  well  as 

The  Complete  Series  of  U.S.  3  Cent 
and  5  Cent  Nickel  Coins 
and  a 

Splendid  Series  of  U.  S.  Half  Cents. 

o - o 

With  attributions  to  the  Standard  Reference  Works 

To  be  sold  at  Public  Auction 
in  TWO  SESSIONS 
Friday,  May  11th,  1945  at  7:30  P.  M. 
and  Saturday,  May  12th,  1945  at  2:00  P.  M. 

at  the 

NUMISMATIC  GALLERY 

42  EAST  50th  STREET  NEW  YORK  22,  N.  Y. 


UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


Estimate 

Price 

Selling 

Price 

-G-5.  Plain  edge,  without  pole;  9  berries.  There  is 
a  triple  leaf  under  IT.  Fine  with  dark  even  surface. 
Scarce. 

$13.50 

$12.00 

-G-6.  Plain  edge,  without  pole;  7  berries,  pro¬ 
nounced  die  break  on  reverse.  Very  good  to  fine, 
scarce. 

$8.00 

$6.50 

1796 

-G-l.  With  pole  to  cap.  In  extremely  fine  condi¬ 
tion,  this  splendid  coin  has  retained  some  traces  of 
original  red.  Unquestionably  one  of  the  finest  known 
specimens,  it  cost  $1,000  many  years  ago.  It  cer¬ 
tainly  should  bring  no  less  today.  A  prize  addition 
to  any  half  cent  collection. 

$750.00 

--The  Edwards  Die  Half  Cent  of  1796  (with  pole 
to  cap).  Uncirculated,  scarce. 

$25.00 

$22.50 

-Uniface  Striking  of  the  Edwards  Die.  Reverse  only, 
obverse  blank.  Uncirculated,  scarce. 

$25.00 

$17.50 

1797 

-G-l.  Lettered  edge,  with  pole.  Only  good  to  very 
good,  but  rare. 

$35.00 

$27.50 

-G-2.  Plain  edge,  with  pole ;  date  close  to  bust.  A 
die  break  from  chin.  Fine,  scarce. 

$20  00 

$22  50 

-G-3.  Plain  edge,  with  pole;  date  distartt  from  bust. 
Fine,  scarce. 

$20.00 

$12.50 

23 


Bruce  Lorich 

Rare  Coin  Investments 
P.O.  Box 236,  State  College,  PA  16804 
Tel  (814)  237-6761  *  FAX  (814)  235-1946 


July  24,  1996 

R.  Tettenhorst 
P.O.  Box  14020 
St.  Louis,  MO  63178 

Dear  Mr.  Tettenhorst: 

My  colleague  Jim  McGuigan  kindly  supplied  me  with  a  copy  of  your  article  on  the 
Edwards  1796  half  cent  (from  1988).  I  know  little  of  you,  but  your  article  was 
enlightening  and  has  encouraged  me  to  write  to  you. 

The  enclosed  photos  are  of  a  piece  I  acquired  last  year  from  a  Pennsylvania  estate; 
and  judging  by  the  time  period  when  this  large  collection  was  assembled  it  would 
seem  possible  that  this  Edwards  coin  is  the  first  one  listed  in  Walter’s  Condition 
Census,  that  is  the  Boyd  piece. 

It  weighs  6.4  grams,  is  1.5  mm  thick  with  slightly  rounded  edge,  is  25  mm  in 
diameter  at  its  widest  (9  to  3  o’clock)  and  24  mm  at  its  narrowest  (12  to  6  o’clock). 

I  have  enclosed  color  photos  of  it,  which  to  be  truthful  are  a  little  dark  in  the 
centers  (the  coin  is  not).  Ive  had  better  photos  made,  but  they  are  too  large  for 
inclusion  in  a  letter  (available,  though,  if  you  want  them). 

Actually  the  photos  belie  the  beauty  of  this  piece,  which  is  superb  in  quality  with 
sparkling  red  and  brown  surfaces.  I  should  think  it  grades  at  least  MS65,  and  is 
about  50%  reddish  gold  mixed  with  light  brown.  A  real  Gem!  And  that  is  what 
leads  me  to  believe  it  might  be  the  Boyd  specimen,  in  combination  with  the  time  it 
must  have  been  acquired  by  the  previous  owner  (mid  to  late  1940s,  I  think). 

I  hope  this  information  has  been  of  interest  and  can  add  to  your  data  for  a  further 
article,  if  the  time  comes  to  publish  one. 

I  would  enjoy  receiving  your  thoughts  on  all  this.  I  shall,  however,  be  on  an 
extended  holiday  beginning  August  11th,  returning  on  September  2nd. 


Uj/?iTT;  /^W>bcx£>  T'o 
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1796  Edwards  Copy  with  Uniface  Reverse 


1796  Edwards  Copy  Kenny-1  Rarity-7  (Rarity-8  as  a  uniface  impression)  MS64. 

Choice  and  highly  lustrous  chocolate  brown  with  attractive  bluish  steel  overtones  and 
10%  of  the  slightly  faded  original  red  remaining.  This  piece  would  rate  “gem”  status  if 
not  for  a  very  faint  spot  of  a  slightly  different  shade  of  chocolate  brown  toning  over  the  A 
in  HALF  and  another  nestled  between  the  wreath  ribbon  and  the  leaf  below  the  T  in 
CENT.  The  strike  on  the  reverse  is  needle-sharp  but  very  slightly  off  center  to  the  left. 
The  obverse,  however,  was  struck  through  another  blank  planchet  and  displays  only  a 
So  *  ghosfof'  Ms  Liberty  and  ntT  hint  of  The  dHlF73TttBERTY7^Fherdie  alignment  shows  a  90 
degree  clockwise  rotation  between  the  “ghost”  obverse  and  normal  reverse  relative  to  a 
head-to-foot  die  orientation.  In  addition,  the  second  planchet  was  positioned  slightly  off 
center  causing  a  knife  edge  around  half  of  the  “obverse”  side.  It  is  reasonable  to  assume 
there  was  a  uniface  obverse  impression  created  when  these  two  planchets  were  struck 
simultaneously,  and  we  might  even  speculate  that  this  was  done  with  the  specific  intent  to 
create  uniface  impressions,  one  from  each  die.  Breen  mentions  a  single  uniface 
impression  for  the  reverse  at  the  bottom  of  page  167  in  his  Encyclopedia  of  United  States 
Half  1793-1857.  That  coin  first  appeared  in  Edward  Cogan’s  16-20  September 
1878  auction  a^ot  #2380  and  later  as  lot  #337  in  the  F.  C.  C.  Boyd  collection  sale 
conducted  by  Numismatic  Gallery  1 1  May  1945.  It  is  reasonable  to  assume  this  is  the 
same  coin.  Breen  also  mentions  an  unconfirmed  1 950  report  of  another  example  that 
turned  up  in  1946,  but  he  never  saw  that  piece  and  it  may  have  been  the  same  coin  (or 
perhaps  the  companion  uniface  obverse  impression).  Weight  94.5  grains,  the  heaviest 
seen  for  any  of  these  Edwards  copies.  Ex  Stack’s  9/23/2009:4203. 


Dear  All, 


The  Edwards  Copy  is  from  the  Stack  Family  Collection,  but  apparently  the  pedigree  did  not  get  into  the 
catalogue  in  error.  They  have  had  many  of  the  items  consigned  for  many  years,  and  this  piece  had  no 
further  provenance  that  I  am  aware  of.  For  what  it  is  worth,  I  have  seen  this  example  personally,  and  it 
is  both  very  nice  and  very  neat!  It  is  in  New  Hampshire  until  early  next  week  when  it  will  travel  to  New 
York.  If  there  are  any  specific  questions  that  require  examination,  please  let  us  (John  and  Vicken)  know 
and  one  of  us  will  examine  it. 

Best  regards, 

John  Pack 


DearTett! 

Nice  to  hear  from  you  as  always.  I'll  e-mail  John  Pack  and  Vicken  Yegparian.  I  have  not  seen 
the  coin,  but  they  can  check  with  the  cataloguer.  Also,  the  coin  is  either  in  New  Hampshire  now 
or  in  NYC,  before  being  put  up  for  lot  viewing,  and  either  John  or  Vicken  can  examine  in  person 
and  answer  any  specific  questions. 

My  gosh,  a  half  cent  you  do  NOT  have! 

All  the  best,  and  I  hope  you  and  your  family  have  had  a  nice  summer. 


DAVE  B 


Dave:  In  the  upcoming  Philadelphia  Americana  Sale,  lot  4203  is  described  as  a  uniface 
striking  of  a  Dr.  Edwards  Copy.  This  would  certainly  be  a  unique  item,  yet  no  provenance  is 
listed.  Is  there  any  additional  information  available  on  the  previous  ownership  or  description  of 
the  coin  ?  Thanks  for  any  information  you  can  give  me.  Regards,  Tett 


Hi  Tett, 


Good  to  hear  from  you.  Someone  had  told  me  you  weren't  feeling  well  last  week  and  would  miss  the 
party  we  were  having  for  Dan  Holmes  prior  to  his  sale.  Sorry  you  were  unable  to  attend.  It  was  really 
nice.  And  the  sale  was  a  huge  success.  The  hammer  for  Dan's  early  dates  was  more  than  $13.1  million 
while  our  optimistic  estimate  was  $10  million.  It  was  a  truly  historic  event,  and  we  got  to  witness  the  first 
large  cent  make  the  million  dollar  mark  (lot  #128,  the  S-79). 

We  gave  out  special  hardbound  copies  of  Dan's  catalog  to  everyone  who  came  to  the  pre-sale  party.  I 
got  one  for  you  and  it  went  out  via  priority  mail  to  you  yesterday.  It's  addressed  to  your  office  and  should 
be  there  tomorrow  or  Monday. 

As  for  the  uniface  Edwards  piece,  yes,  we  will  be  there  for  the  auction.  The  photo  makes  it  appear  to  be 
exactly  what  they  are  describing.  We  will  examine  it  and  give  you  a  call  from  Philadelphia  prior  to  the 
sale.  Or,  if  you  would  prefer,  we  will  just  get  it  for  you  (assuming  it  is  as  described,  of  course,  and  doesn't 
get  bid  up  too  high).  Just  let  me  know  your  preference. 

Thanks. 


Bob  Grellman 


INVOICE 


(  __ 

Chris  Victor-M cCawley 
P.O.  Box  1510 
Frisco,  Texas  75034 
972-668-1575 
Fax  214-618-4592 
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“pedigreed”  forgeries 


the  purpose  of  trading  it  to  Director  Snowden,  who  was  avidly  seek-  J 
ing  new  Washington  pieces  for  his  pet  collection.  Considering  the  j 
sum  and  source  of  Snowden’s  numismatic  material,  the  swap  would  \ 
have  been,  no  doubt,  an  equitable  transaction. 

THE  EDWARDS  1796  HALF  CENT  (Fig.  76) 

Whether  the  responsibility  for  striking  this  fabrication  lies  with  ] 
Dr.  Frank  Smith  Edwards' of  New  York,  or  with  the  notorious  j 
British  counterfeiter  “Singleton”  (alias  Dr.  James  Edwards)  cannot  j 
now  be  determined.  In  the  first  recorded  sale  of  this  forgery  ( lot  944 
of  the  Hoffman  collection,  April  1866),  Elliot  Woodward  tells  us:] 
“One  of  the  Edwards  counterfeits;  as  fine  as  when  it  fell  from  the  j 
die;  this  piece  is  found  in  no  other  cabinet  in  the  country;  the  dies  j 
were  destroved  since  the  death  of  Dr.  Edwards,  together  with  all  the  j 
pieces  struck  from  them,1  with  the  exception  of  twelve  purchased  | 
from  him,  his  statement  being  that  they  were  bought  in  London. It j 
now  appears  that  the  dies  were  made  to  order  in  New  York  City.  ; 
A  notation  in  the  catalogue  at  the  American  Numismatic  Society  * 
tells  us,  incidentally,  that  the  above  coin  was  purchased  for  $5.50| 
bv  Sylvester  Crosby.  i 

The  only  occasion,  to  the  writers  knowledge,  when  an  Edwards 
half  cent  has  been  inadvertently  sold  as  a  genuine  coin  was  the 
June  1951  sale  of  the  late  Max  Mehl,  where  the  fabrication  was 
described  as  simply  “an  entirely  different  variety.”  Actually,  the 
Edwards  copy  is  comparatively  crude,  and  can  be  easily  identified 
both  by  its  light  weight  and  general  appearance. 

THE  1848  SMALL  DATE,  SMALL  STARS,  LARGE  CENT  (Fig.  77) 

A  comparison  of  this  cent  with  any  of  its  contemporaries  struck 
at  the  U.S.  Mint  reveals  that  1)  the  device,  stars  and  circumscription 
are  all  crude,  and  could  not  possibly  have  been  produced  by  a  hub 
in  use  at  the  Mint,  and  2)  the  date  is  not  aligned,  and  therefore 

1.  Reference  to  the  James  E.  Root  sale,  Dec.  16,  1878,  lot  391,  where  Eted 
Cocan  states:  "...  I  believe  about  twelve  (Edwards  half  cents)  were  circulated, 
and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time 
of  his  death.” 
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Deducting  three  destroyed,  12  AE  +  1  uniface  trial  (Stack  ex  W.G.C.) 
Earliest  record:  Hoffman  No. 944  (Apr. 1866)  a 

Horton  Stack 

(2)  Imm.  Col.-  AR.  Fig*d  Croshy. 

E.  Cogan  9/24/74  No.  816  (at  16  to  JWH)  see  note  there 
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Here  are  some  copies  that  Eric 
gave  me  of  the  two  sales  involving 
the  uniface  Dr.  Edwards'  reverse. 
With  respect  to  the  1945  auction, 
he  included  the  full  listing  of 
half  cents.  He  thought  that  it 
might  be  of  interest  to  me, 
which  it  is.  I  am  sending  it 
to  you  for  the  same  reason. 


FROM  THE  DESK  OF 


R.  TETTENHORST 


pattern  pieces. 


129 


2378  United  States  of  America  Quarter  Dollar  and  One  Cent. 

One  side  pieces  on  Aluminum 

2379  1837  Half  Cent  of  Pure  Copper.  Fine 

2380  United  States  of  America  ^  Half  Cent.  One  side  only. 

2380  X.  F.  S.  50  Cents  in  wreath.  Rev.  Arms  Penna. 
Silver.  Very  good  and  scarce 

2381  A  very,  large  Planeliet  on  which  is  struck  “United  States 

of  America,  Twenty  Dollars.”  In  the  centre  is  an 
Eagle  with  a  scroll  in  its  mouth  surrounded  by  rays. 
The  pattern  was  rejected,  and  this  was  the  only  piece 
that  was  ever  struck.  It  has  no  obverse,  and  the  size 
of  the  planchet  is  32,  and  guaranteed  to  be  the^only 
piece  issued.  Copper 


<r 

r 


ASSAY  MEDALS.  All  Fine. 


2382 

2383 

2384 

2385 

2386 


2389 


2390 


2391 


1860  Mint  of  U.  S.  French  Head  of  Liberty.  Rev.  An¬ 

nual  Assay.  Copper  24 

1861  Same  obverse  and  reverse.  Only  date  different.  ^ 

Copper 

1868  Peace  destroying  the  Implements  of  War.  Rev. 
Annual  Assay.  Larger  and  different  wreath.  Very  ^ 
fine.  Copper 

1868  Another ;  same  design.  Bronzed 

1870  Science  with  Appliances  for  Assaying.  Aluminum. 

*  Uncirculated 

1870  Another.  Science  with  Appliances  for  Assaying. 
Aluminum.  Proof 

1870  Another.  Science  with  Appliances  for  Assaying. 
Pure  Copper.  Very  fine 

1870  Another.  Science  with  Appliances  for  Assaying. 

Bronzed  Copper.  Very  fine  34 

1871  Archimedes,  the  first  Assayer.  Rev.  Tomb  of  Eck- 

feldt  surrounded  by  a  Wreath  of  Evergreen.  Fine  -4 
1871  Same  obverse.  Rev.  A  very  heavy  Wreath.  “An- 

nual  Assay,  1871.”  Beautiful  proof  ~4 
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auction  catalogue 

Nos.  32  -  33 

Concluding  the  Sale  of  the 

WORLD’S  GREATEST  COLLECTION 

of 

UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


Featuring 

The  Series  of  Half  Dimes,  Three  Cent  Pieces  ancl  Dimes 
as  well  as 

The  Complete  Series  of  U.S.  3  Cent 
and  5  Cent  Nickel  Coins 
and  a 

Splendid  Series  of  U.  S.  Half  Cents. 

o - o 

With  attributions  to  the  Standard  Reference  Works 

To  be  sold  at  Public  Auction 
in  TWO  SESSIONS 
Friday,  May  11th,  1945  at  7:30  P.  M. 
and  Saturday,  May  12th,  1945  at  2:00  P.  M. 

at  the 

NUMISMATIC  GALLERY 


42  EAST  50th  STREET 


NEW  YORK  22,  N.  Y. 


UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


Estimate 

Selling 

Price 

Price 

309—1867. 

About  uncirculated,  scarce. 

$5.00 

$6.00 

310—1868. 

Uncirculated. 

$4.00 

$4.00 

311 — Another  1868.  Very  fine. 

$1.75 

$1.25 

312—1869. 

Extremely  fine. 

$3.50 

$3.25 

313—1871. 

Uncirculated,  proof-like  surface;  rare. 

$15.00 

$14.00 

314 — Anothe 

r  1871.  Extremely  fine. 

$7.50 

$2.50 

315—1872. 

S  in  wreath.  Uncirculated. 

$3.00 

$3.00 

316—1872. 

S  below  wreath.  Uncirculated. 

$4.00 

$4.00 

317—1873. 

Last  year  of  issue.  Uncirculated. 

$2.00 

$2.00 

INTERMISSION— 10  Minutes 

(Your  are  cordially  invited  to  partake  of  the 
refreshments  which  our  attendants  will  serve) 


HALF  CENTS 

(The  standard  work  on  the  subject  is  entitled,  “The 
United  States  Half  Cents”  by  Ebenezer  Gilbert.  Crosby’s 
equivalents  for  the  coins  of  1793  are  also  listed.) 

1793 

318 — Gilbert  1  (Crosby  1-A).  Low  L  partly  over  hair. 
1 5  leaves  in  each  branch.  An  extremely  fine  specimen 


with  slight  traces  of  original  red.  Very  rare. 

$100.00 

$70.00 

319 — G-2  (Crosby  1-B).  Low  L  partly  over  hair.  13 
leaves  on  left  branch,  14  on  right.  Very  fine,  rare. 

$60.00 

$40.00 

320 — G-3  (Crosby  2-A).  Letter  L  entirely  ever  forehead. 

15  leaves  on  each  branch.  Very  fine,  rare. 

$60.00 

$62.50 

321 — G-4  (Crosby  2-C).  Letter  1  entirely  over  forehead. 

15  leaves  on  left  branch,  16  on  right.  Extremely  fine, 
very  rare. 

$100.00 

$75.00 
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WORLD’S  GREATEST  COLLECTION 


Estimate 

Price 

Selling 

Price 

1794 

322 — G-l.  Small  head,  4  nearly  touches  bust;  9  berries 
on  reverse;  die  break  from  milling  to  hair.  Very  fine, 
scarce. 

$27.50 

$20.00 

323 — G-4.  Large  head,  low  9;  12  berries.  The  various 
die  breaks  exist  and  give  a  bulging  effect  to  the  coin. 
Very  fine  and  very  scarce. 

$30.00 

$17.50 

32-1 — G-5.  Large  head,  7  is  low;  9  berries.  Easily  very 
fine,  scarce. 

$27.50 

$18.50 

325 — G-8.  Large  head,  79  level  at  top  and  close  together, 

11  berries.  Fine — very  fine. 

$15.00 

$17.50 

326 — G-9.  Head  large  and  high,  date  very  low ;  8  berries. 

Very  fine,  scarce. 

$25.00 

$25.00 

327 — Unlisted  by  Gilbert.  Obverse  of  G-l.  Reverse  has 

15  leaves  on  each  side.  The  reverse  die  is  badly  shat¬ 
tered  and  shows  numerous  cracks.  Fine — very  fine, 
rare. 

$35  00 

$19.00 

328 — Unlisted  by  Gilbert.  Reverse  of  G-4.  The  staff  does 
not  touch  the  milling,  the  4  is  in  line  with  the  date. 
Very  fine,  rare. 

$35.00 

$19.00 

1795 

329 — G-l.  Lettered  edge,  with  pole;  8  berries.  Very  fine, 
scarce. 

$25.00 

$18.50 

330 — G-3.  Lettered  edge,  with  pole;  punctuated  date 
1,795;  8  berries.  About  fine,  scarce. 

$12.50 

$12.00 

331 — G-4.  Plain  edge,  with  pole;  punctuated  date;  7  ber¬ 
ries.  Struck  on  a  thin  planchet.  Light  nicks  on 
cheek  and  center  of  wreath,  otherwise  choice  with 
beautiful  chocolate  brown  surface.  Extremely  fine. 

$30.00 

$35.00 

332 — G-4.  Variety  struck  over  Talbot,  Allum  &  Lee 
cent  of  New  York.  Very  good  to  fine. 

$12.50 

$8.50 
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UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


Estimate 

Price 

Selling 

Price 

333 — G-5.  Plain  edge,  without  pole;  9  berries.  There  is 
a  triple  leaf  under  IT.  Fine  with  dark  even  surface. 
Scarce. 

$13.50 

$12.00 

334 — G-6.  Plain  edge,  without  pole;  7  berries,  pro¬ 
nounced  die  break  on  reverse.  Very  good  to  fine, 
scarce. 

$8.00 

$6.50 

1796 

335 — G-l.  With  pole  to  cap.  In  extremely  fine  condi¬ 
tion,  this  splendid  coin  has  retained  some  traces  of 
original  red.  Unquestionably  one  of  the  finest  known 
specimens,  it  cost  $1,000  many  years  ago.  It  cer¬ 
tainly  should  bring  no  less  today.  A  prize  addition 
to  any  half  cent  collection. 

$750.00 

336 — The  Edwards  Die  Half  Cent  of  1796  (with  pole 
to  cap).  Uncirculated,  scarce. 

$25.00 

$22.50 

337 — Uniface  Striking  of  the  Edwards  Die.  Reverse  only, 
obverse  blank.  Uncirculated,  scarce. 

$25.00 

$17.50 

1797 

338 — G-l.  Lettered  edge,  with  pole.  Only  good  to  very 
good,  but  rare. 

$35.00 

$27.50 

339 — G-2.  Plain  edge,  with  pole;  date  close  to  bust.  A 
die  break  from  chin.  Fine,  scarce. 

$20  00 

$22.50 

340 — G-3.  Plain  edge,  with  pole;  date  distant  from  bust. 

Fine,  scarce. 

$20.00 

$12.50 
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WORLD’S  GREATEST  COLLECTION 


Estimate 

Selling 

341 — G-4.  1  over  1  in  date,  plain  edge.  Easily  very  fine 

Price 

Price 

with  traces  of  original  red ;  very  scarce. 

342 — G-4A.  Similar  to  above  but  with  several  obverse 

$30.00 

$17.50 

and  reverse  die  cracks.  Very  fine,  very  scarce. 

(No  lettered  edges  after  1797). 

1800 

(None  coined  1797-99). 

343 — G-l.  Similar  to  the  large  cent  of  this  year.  Only 

$25.00 

$15.00 

one  variety.  Very  fine. 

1802 

(None  coined  1801). 

344 — G-l.  The  2  is  cut  over  a  0.  Fine  to  very  fine  and 

$5.00 

$5.50 

very  scarce. 

$35.00 

$32.50 

1803 

(All  Half  Cents  from  1803  to  1808  inclusive,  have  16 
leaves  in  the  left  wreath  branch  and  19  on  the  right;  all 
have  5  berries  on  the  right  branch. - On  all  stem¬ 

less  varieties  there  are  6  berries  on  the  left  branch.  On 
varieties  with  stems  there  are  S  or  6  berries  on  left 
branch.) 


345— G-2. 

with 

fine, 

Large  1/200.  Short  dividing  line,  connected 
right  ribbon  by  a  slight  break.  Easily  very 
with  some  original  red. 

$6.50 

$6.00 

346 — G-3.  The  3  in  date  is  distant  from  0.  The  ciphers 
in  denomination  nearly  touch  one  another.  Very 
fine. 

$6.50 

$4.50 

347 — G-l. 

1804 

Plain  4,  with  stems.  Very  fine,  very  scarce. 

$12.50 

$16.00 

348— G-2. 

thus. 

Plain  4,  no  stems.  Uncirculated  red,  scarce 

$8.00 

$7.50 

349 — G-3.  Crosslet  4  nearly  touches  0,  no  stems.  Uncir¬ 
culated. 

$6.50 

$8.50 
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UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


Estimate  Selling 

Price  Price 

350 —  G-4.  Crosslet  4  nearly  touches  0;  with  stems. 

Extremely  fine.  $4.50  $3.25 

351 —  G-5.  Crosslet  4  distant  from  0;  with  stems.  Die 

crack  over  RTY.  Very  fine.  $3.00  $1.00 

352 —  G-6.  4  in  date  touches  bust.  Fine,  scarce.  $3.50  $3.50 

353 —  G-7.  Spiked  chin  and  protuding  tongue.  Un¬ 
circulated.  $7.50  $10.00 

354—  Another  G-7,  very  fine.  $2.50  $2.25 

355 —  G-8.  Spiked  chin;  break  from  right  stem  end.  Re¬ 
verse  has  several  die  cracks.  Very  fine.  $3.50  $2.25 

1805 

356 —  G-l.  Small  5,  no  stems.  Barely  circulated.  $8.00  $7.00 

1806 

357—  G-l.  Small  6.  without  stems.  Barely  uncirculated.  $6.50  $4.00 

358 —  G-3.  Large  6  touching  bust;  with  stems.  Uncir¬ 
culated.  $7.50  $4.50 

1807 

359—  — G-l.  Only  one  variety.  Uncirculated,  with  even 

brown  surface.  $8.50  $9.00 

1808 

360 —  G-l.  1808  over  7.  About  fine,  very  scarce.  $15.00  $8.00 

361 —  G-2.  High  8  touching  the  bust.  Fine  to  very  fine.  $4.00  $3.00 

362 —  G-2.  With  a  faint  crack  thru  I  in  UNITED 

Very  fine.  $5.00  $4.00 

1809 

363 —  G-2.  Perfect  date.  No  obverse  die  break.  Struck 

slightly  off-center.  Very  fine.  $2.50  $2.00 
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WORLD’S  GREATEST  COLLECTION 


Estimate 

Price 

Selling 

Price 

364 — Another  G-2  with  obverse  break  thru  fourth  and 
fifth  stars.  Very  fine. 

$3.50 

$3.00 

365 — G-5.  The  1809  over  6.  Very  fine  and  scarce. 

$6.00 

$5.00 

1810 

366 — G-l.  Extremely  fine,  scarce. 

$8.50 

$7.75 

367 — Another  G-l,  fine. 

$4.00 

$4.00 

1811 

368 — G-l.  The  1  and  8  are  close.  Some  pitting.  About 
extremely  fine,  scarce. 

$15.00 

$14.00 

369 — G-2.  The  1  and  8  are  distant.  Heavy  break  at  bor¬ 
der  over  first  four  stars  on  the  left.  Specimens  with 
this  break  are  quite  rare.  Fine  to  very  fine. 

$15.00 

$12.50 

370 — The  Restrike,  made  from  the  original  dies  after  they 
had  been  sold  by  the  government  as  old  iron.  Very 
fine,  scarce. 

$10.00 

$12.00 

1825-1857 

(None  coined  1812-24  inclusive) 

371 — 1825.  G-l.  Curl  over  25  of  date.  Uncirculated, 
red  gem. 

$6.50 

$8.00 

372  —  G-2.  Curl  over  5.  Very  fine. 

$2.00 

$1.75 

373 — 1826.  G-l.  The  high  leaf  is  past  the  S  in 
STATES.  Uncirculated,  red. 

$6.50 

$6.50 

374 — G-2.  The  leaf  is  under  the  S.  Very  fine. 

$2.50 

$4.50 

(None  coined  in  1827) 

375 — 1828.  G-l.  Thirteen  stars.  High  leaf  passes  the 

S.  Uncirculated,  choice. 

$5.00 

$3.00 

-476 — G-2.  Thirteen  stars.  Leaf  ends  under  the  S.  Ex¬ 
tremely  fine. 

$3.00 

$3.00 
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UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


Estimate 

Price 

Selling 

Price 

377 — 1829.  G-l.  Only  variety.  Uncirculated, 
nick  on  cheek. 

A  tin> 

$ 5.00 

$2.00 

(None  coined  in  1830) 

378 — 1831.  G-l.  Large  berries  on  reverse.  A  splendid 
purple-gold  proof.  Very  rare. 

$75.00 

$75.00 

379 — G-2. 

Small  berries,  proof,  very  rare. 

$65.00 

$75.00 

380—1832.  G-l.  High  leaves  end  under  E 
Extremely  fine. 

and  F. 

$3.00 

$5.50 

381 — G-2.  Leaves  end  under  S  and  upright  of  F. 
culated,  red. 

Uncir- 

$4.50 

$5.50 

382— G-3. 

Leaves  end  under  ends  of  S  and  F.  \ 

rery  fine. 

$1.50 

$1.00 

383—18 33. 

A  splendid  olive  proof,  scarce. 

$15  00 

$15.00 

384— G-l. 

Uncirculated,  red. 

$4.50 

$5.50 

385 — Another  G-l.  Uncirculated,  with  even  brown  sur¬ 
face. 

$4.00 

$3.25 

386—1834. 

G-l.  Uncirculated. 

$3.50 

$2.50 

387—1835.  G-l.  ST  in  STATES  are  close, 
culated. 

Uncir- 

$3.00 

$3.00 

388— G-2. 

ST  are  wide.  Uncirculated. 

$3.00 

$2.75 

389—1836. 

G-l.  Large  berries.  Proof,  rare. 

$75.00 

$55.00 

(None  coined  1837-8-9) 

390—1840. 

Proof, 

G-l.  The  “original”  with  large 
rare. 

berries. 

$75.00 

$85.00 

391  — 1841.  G-l.  fhe  “original”  with  large 
Proof,  olive-blue  surface,  rare. 

berries. 

$80.00 

$90  00 

392—1842. 

Proof, 

G-2.  'Fhe  “restrike'’  with  small 

rare. 

berries. 

$80.00 

$61.50 

393—1843. 

G-l.  Original ;  large  berries.  Rare. 

$80.00 

$65.00 

394—1843. 

G-2.  Small  berries,  proof;  rare. 

$80.00 

$65.00 

395—1844. 

G-l.  Large  berries,  proof;  rare. 

$80.00 

$75.00 

396—1844. 

G-2.  Small  berries,  proof;  rare. 

$80.00 

$80.00 
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Estimate 

Selling 

Price 

Price 

397 — 1845.  G-2.  Small  berries,  proof;  rare. 

$75.00 

$80.00 

398 — 1846.  G-2.  Small  berries,  proof;  rare. 

$75.00 

$65.00 

399 — 1847.  G-l.  Large  berries,  proof ;  rare. 

$90.00 

$100.00 

400 — 1847.  G-2.  Small  berries,  proof;  rare. 

$75.00 

$67.50 

401 — 1848.  G-l.  Large  berries,  proof;  are. 

$90.00 

$85.00 

402 — 1848.  G-2.  Small  berries,  proof;  rare. 

$80.00 

$70.00 

403 — 1849.  G-l.  Large  berries,  small  date;  proof,  very 
rare. 

$125.00 

$90.00 

404 — 1849.  G-2.  Small  berries,  small  date;  proof,  rare. 

$100.00 

$100.00 

405 — 1849.  G-3.  Large  date,  light  line  on  obverse.  Un¬ 

circulated. 

$4.50 

$6.50 

406 — 1850.  G-l.  Proof,  scarce. 

$15.00 

$17.50 

407 — 1850.  G-l.  Uncirculated. 

$5.00 

$2.75 

408 — 1851.  Uncirculated. 

$5.00 

$3.00 

409 — 1852.  G-2.  Small  berries,  tiny  nick  near  edge. 

Proof,  very  scarce. 

$70.00 

$65.00 

410 — 1853.  G-l.  Uncirculated. 

$3.50 

$2.50 

411 — 1854.  G-l.  Dull  proof,  scarce. 

$30.00 

$17.00 

412 — 1855.  G-l.  Proof,  rare. 

$45.00 

$32.50 

413 — 1856.  G-l.  Upright  5.  Uncirculated  with  nice 
lustrous  purple  surface. 

$5.00 

$4.00 

414 — 1856.  G-2.  Copper-nickel  proof;  very  rare.  At  a 

recent  NUMISMATIC  GALLERY  sale  a  similar 
coin  sold  for 

$90.00 

$85.00 

43-*  1856.  Unlisted.  A  new  composition  for  this  year 

with  more  brass,  uncirculated,  probably  very  rare. 

_ 

$100.00 

416 — 1857.  Last  year  of  issue,  proof,  scarce. 

$30.00 

$35.00 

END  OF  FIRST  SESSION 
Second  Session — Tomorrow  at  2:00  P.M. 
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Bowers  and  Merena  —  Half  Cents,  Large  Cents 


jg  1853  B-l.  AU-58.  Smooth  glossy  brown  surfaces. 

39  1855  B-l.  MS-64  to  65.  A  breathtakinglv  beautiful,  superb  specimen. 

Glossy  brown  surfaces  are  tinged  with  iridescent  blue.  From  an  . 
aesthetic  viewpoint  this  coin  stands  head  and  shoulders  among  | 
most  other  Mint  State  examples  &jen  of  the  date.  _ 1 

Large  Cents  X—  ^ , 


1793  S-4  Chain  Cent 


'1793"  Cent  by  Edwards 

\ 


"1793”  large  cent,  a  fantasy  made  in  imitation  of  S-13L,  believed 
to  have  been  retooled  by  Dr.  Frank  Smith  Edwards  circa  1864,  us¬ 
ing  a  1794  cent  as  a  matrix. 

Accompanying  the  piece  is  a  typed  note  signed  "F.Z.,"  for  Far- 
ran  Zerbe,  which  reads: 

"The  hand  engraved  1793  Liberty  Cap  cent  by  Dr.  Frank  Smith 
Edwards  of  New  York  City,  1864.  Dr.  Edwards  was  a  serious  coin 
collector;  his  name  is  best  associated  with  his  die  struck  1796  half 
cent. 

"This  1793  cent  at  first  appearance  looks  like  a  die  struck  aw 
The  obverse  is  entirely  hand  engraved;  it  is  a  1794  cent  as  seen  from 
the  reverse.  The  obverse  is  so  designed  and  engraved  so  as  not  to 
fool  the  collector.  An  experienced  collector  of  large  cents  will  have 
little  trouble  when  examining  the  date  and  the  style  of  lettering. 
Upon  close  examination  many  details  of  the  Jefferson  head  can  be 
seen.  The  Liberty  cap  and  the  diebreak  are  almost  perfect  in  all 
details. 

"This  is  the  only  known  copy  of  this  cent;  none  ever  came  to  light 
in  almost  80  years;  it  is  most  unique  and  considered  a  masterpiece. 
Evidently  Dr.  Edwards  never  put  it  up  for  public  sale,  so  as  not 
to  confuse  the  collector  as  being  a  genuine  cent  of  1793.  This  is  not 
considered  as  a  counterfeit  and  was  not  made  in  large  amounts 
or  sold  as  genuine  to  fool  the  collector.  F.Z." 

The  piece  weighs  162.9  grains.  The  obverse  grades  VF-30  or  bet¬ 
ter,  while  the  reverse  is  worn  nearly  smooth. 

Our  consignor  informs  us  that  he  purchased  the  piece  from  Lou  Werner. 
Previously  it  was  oivned  by  Farran  Zerbe. 

It  is  not  our  normal  practice  to  offer  retooled  coins  for  sale,  but  the  present  piece  has 
a  strong  numismatic  value  for  reasons  indicated  in  the  Zerbe  letter.  As  a  genuine  American 
cent  was  used  as  the  matrix,  it  is  not  a  counterfeit;  an  alteration  by  retooling  is  the  prop¬ 
er  designation. 


1794  S-18b  Cent 
Head  of  1793 


40  1793  Sheldon-4.  Chain  AMERICA.  Periods  after  obverse  legends. 

Value  of  F-15  but  actually  VF-20,  but  with  a  significant  test  cut  on 
the  obverse  rim  above  ER  of  LIBERTY.  Smooth  light  brown  sur¬ 
faces  are  free  of  planchet  problems.  The  reverse  if  graded  separately 
would  easily  make  VF-30.  A  very  pleasing  example  of  this  highly 
desired  issue. 


42  1794  S-18b.  Head  of  1793.  EF-40  or  close  to  it,  somewhat  lightly  de¬ 
fined  as  per  the  shallowly  prepared  dies.  At  the  right  side  of  the  ob¬ 
verse  is  a  large  planchet  lamination,  as  illustrated,  which  caused 
the  corresponding  part  of  the  reverse,  consisting  primarily  of  the 
central  letters  of  the  word  AMERICA,  not  to  strike  up  properly. 
Glossy  light  brown  surfaces.  A  scarce  and  desirable  Rarity-4  issue. 

43  1819  Newcomb-8.  Small  Date.  AU-58.  Lustrous  light  brown  sur¬ 
faces  with  just  enough  kegmarks  to  drop  this  out  of  the  MS-60  class, 
although  a  few  years  ago  it  would  have  passed  as  MS-60  in  a  breeze. 

Undoubtedly  from  the  famous  Randall  Hoard,  which  contained  numerous  examples 


37  1851  B-l.  MS-60.  Fiery  original  mint  red  surfaces  just  beginning 

to  fade  to  brown. 

Walter  Breen  notes  in  his  Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Half  Cents  that  "mint  red  ones 
are  very  rare.  All  half  cents  coined  this  year  are  from  the  same  die  pair.  Under  magnifica¬ 
tion  traces  of  the  base  and  part  of  a  third  1  can  be  seen  to  the  right  of  the  date,  a  die 
punching  error. 


-25- 


Unlikely  Sources  Illuminate  Frank  Edwards’  Life 


When  a  BOOK  states  that 
little  is  known  about  a 
subject,  it  may  mean  only 
that  little  is  known  to  that  author. 
Perhaps  the  author  did  not  look  in 
the  right  places.  This  is  the  case 
with  previously  published  information 
about  Frank  Edwards. 

Identified  as  the  producer  of  copies 
of  the  1796  half  cent,  Edwards  also  is 
thought  to  have  struck  a  copy  of  the 
1785  Immune  Columbia  and  a  Charles 
Carroll  medal.  No  extensive  biography 
has  been  offered  previously  in  a  numis¬ 
matic  publication. 

Edwards  is  mentioned  by  Richard 
Kenney  in  his  monograph  Struck  Copies 
of  Early  American  Coins.  Kenney  states 
that  “very  little  is  known  of  Dr.  Frank 


Smith  Edwards  of  New  York.”  In 
his  Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Half 
Cents,  1793-1857,  Walter  Breen  con¬ 


firmed  that  “little  is  known  with  cer¬ 
tainty  about  Edwards.”  Clearly,  infor¬ 
mation  about  his  life  would  have  to 
come  from  sources  other  than  numis¬ 
matic  publications. 

Francis  Smith  Edwards  was  the 


son  of  Charles  Edwards,  who  was 
bom  on  March  17,  1797,  in  Norwich, 
England,  and  educated  at  Cambridge. 
The  family  came  to  America,  where 
Charles  studied  law  and  was  admitted 
to  the  New  York  bar.  He  served  as 
standing  counsel  to  the  British  con¬ 
sulate  general  in  New  York  City  for 
25  years  and  argued  cases  before  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court.  Charles 
wrote  several  books  on  law  and  had 
two  volumes  of  poems  published— 
Feathers  from  My  Wings,  published  in 
1832,  and  The  History  and  Poetry  of 
Finger  Rings,  published  in  1855.  He 
outlived  his  son,  and  died  on  May 
30,  1868. 

Francis  was  born  on  June  2,  1826, 
also  in  Norwich,  England.  He  came  to 
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America  with  his  family  and  attended 
school  in  Poughkeepsie,  New  York. 

At  age  19,  Francis  enlisted  in  the 
army  for  service  in  the  Mexican  War. 
In  May  1846  he  joined  the  1st  Regi¬ 
ment  of  Missouri  Mounted  Volun¬ 
teers.  Alexander  William  Doniphan 
(1808-87)  was  elected  colonel. 

The  Doniphan  campaign  included 
one  of  the  classic  marches  in  military 
history.  The  regiment  marched  3,600 
miles  to  Matamoros  and  returned 
2,000  miles  by  water  to  St.  Louis.  For 
a  period  of  12  months,  the  soldiers 
were  unsupported  and  unpaid.  Nev¬ 
ertheless,  they  met  numerically  su¬ 
perior  forces  and  defeated  them  at 
Brazito  and  Sacramento. 

Edwards  served  as  historian  for  the 
expedition  and  wrote  his  account 
A  Campaign  in  New  Mexico  with  Colo¬ 
nel  Doniphan,  originally  published  in 


1847.  It  was  reprinted  in  1966  under 
the  shorter  title  A  Campaign  in  New 
Mexico,  part  of  the  “March  of  America 
Facsimile  Series.” 

The  account  contained  little  that  was 
autobiographical,  other  than  recording 
Edwards’  presence  at  the  events  re¬ 
ported.  He  mentioned  that  his  duties 
included  purchasing  meat  for  the  men 
and  feed  for  the  horses  from  local 
sources.  During  the  battles,  he  prob¬ 
ably  was  with  the  regiment’s  sup¬ 
ply  wagons  rather  than  with  the 
assault  troops. 

After  completing  his  military  service, 
Edwards  went  to  medical  school.  In 
1854  he  graduated  from  the  College 
of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  in  New 
York,  where  he  later  practiced  at 
clinics  associated  with  the  college. 
Edwards  specialized  in  treating  dis¬ 
eases  of  women  and  children,  and 


served  briefly  as  a  surgeon  on  one  of  I 
the  steamers  of  the  Cunard  line.  He  j 
married  Ely  Ann  Goodwin,  daugh¬ 
ter  of  Thomas  Goodwin.  They  had 
two  children. 

During  his  time  in  New  York  City,  | 
Edwards  became  an  active  coin  collec-  ! 
tor.  He  served  as  vice  president  of  the 
New  York  Numismatic  Society,  and 
his  name  appears  as  a  buyer  in  several 
of  the  auctions  conducted  in  1863-65. 
Some  items  from  Edwards  were  in¬ 
cluded  in  a  sale  conducted  by  William 
Strobridge,  December  28-29,  1863. 

Edwards  was  not  a  die  engraver.  It 
is  not  known  (according  to  previous 
writers)  who  produced  the  dies  he 
commissioned.  Some  earlier  authors 
speculated  that  the  dies  came  from 
England;  others  proposed  that  they 
were  locally  produced  in  New  York 
City.  Eric  Newman  suggested  that  Ed- 
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wards  used  dies  produced  in  England 
by  Singleton,  while  Walter  Breen 
believed  that  the  Singleton  dies  were 
not  as  deceptive  and  well  executed  as 
those  used  by  Edwards. 

Francis  Edwards  also  was  known 
to  have  purchased  some  of  the  copy 
dies  produced  for  John  Adams  Bolen 
(1826-1907),  including  the  Higley 
Copper  dies.  Kenney  also  speculated 
that  Edwards  muled  dies  to  produce 
copies  different  from  Bolen’s. 

According  to  Kenney,  Edwards 
struck  12  pieces  of  the  1796  half  cent 
copy.  At  4.85g,  they  were  slightly 
below  the  standard  weight  of  5.5 g. 
An  example  first  appeared  in  the 
Woodward  sale  of  the  Francis  S.  Hoff¬ 
man  collection,  April  24,  1866.  This 
piece  was  purchased  by  Sylvester 
Crosby  for  $5.50.  In  Edward  Cogan’s 
sale  of  the  James  E.  Root  collection, 


Actual  Size:  23.50mm 

Frank  Edwards  is  thought  to  have  struck 
this  copy  of  the  1796  half  cent,  although 
it  is  not  known  who  produced  the  dies. 


December  16,  1 8  7  8 ,  it  was  stated  that 
the  dies  were  destroyed. 

The  Edwards  copy  of  the  1785  Im¬ 
mune  Columbia  is  not  as  well  doc¬ 
umented.  It  was  described  by  Crosby 
in  his  Early  Coins  of  America,  but  not 
seen  by  Kenney. 

Edwards  contracted  typhoid  fever 
from  a  patient  and  died  on  June  1, 
1865,  one  day  before  his  39th  birth¬ 
day.  His  collection  was  cataloged  by 
Edward  Cogan  and  sold  at  auction 
by  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Company  on 
October  16,  1865.  The  sale  resized 
$4,677.83. 

When  researching  the  life  of  Fran¬ 
cis  Smith  Edwards,  Kenney  and  Breen 
simply  did  not  use  all  the  possible 
sources.  Much  of  the  personal  infor¬ 
mation  presented  here  was  found  in 
American  Medical  Biographies,  pub¬ 
lished  in  1920.  • 


WHY  YOU  SHOULD  LOOK 
FOR  THE 
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/  \ 

When  you  see  the  PNG  symbol, 

you  can  be  confident  that  you  are 
dealing  with  a  professional  who 
consistently  meets  the  highest 
standards  in  every  transaction. 

V _ _ _ 


This  symbol  tells  you  a  lot  about  the 
company  you  are  dealing  with.  It  tells 
you  that  you  have  chosen  a  expert, 
with  a  reputation  for  INTEGRITY, 
KNOWLEDGE,  and 
RESPONSIBILITY. ..the 
cornerstones  of  the  Professional 
Numismatists  Guild,  Inc.  ,ra 


Look  for  the  PNG  symbol  when  choosing  a  coin  dealer. 

PROFESSIONALISM  IS  THE  BOTTOM  LINE  - 


A  directory  of  PNG  members  and  brochure  is  available  free  on  request  from  the  Executive  Director 
Paul  L.  Koppenhaver,  Executive  Director,  P.O.  Box  430,  Van  Nuys,  CA  91408,  phone  818/781-1764. 
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John  Adams  Bolen  circa  1903 


The 

Medallic  work 

OP 

John  Adams  Bolen 

Die  Sinker  &c. 
Springfield,  Mass. 


Springfield,  Massachusetts  2002 


The  Medallic  Works  of  John  Adams  Bolen 

inscribed  G.  W.;  splendid,  nearly  proof  impression  in  gold,  several  of  these  f 
pieces  have,  from  time  to  time  been  sold  as  genuine,  but  it  is  now  known 
that  they  are  counterfeits,  the  dies  having  been  in  the  possession  of  the  late 
Dr.  Edwards;  they  are  now  destroyed,  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck 
from  them,  excepting  the  few  mentioned  as  having  been  sold  to  collec¬ 
tors;...”4  Despite  disclosure  of  this  information,  the  gold  funeral  medal  in 
this  sale  brought  $30.00.  Woodward  had  in  fact  sold  another  example  in 
his  April  28,  1863  sale  lot  2273  for  $55.00.  Regarding  the  Arsenal  and 
Young  America  mules  however,  he  never  again  cataloged  them  using  the 
numbers  struck  as  given  in  the  Finotti  sale. 

Shortly  after  Edwards  died  in  1865  his  estate  was  auctioned  by 
Edward  Cogan.  The  announcement  of  that  sale  shown  here,  lends  cred¬ 
ibility  to  the  commonly  held  view  that  Edwards  was  not  above  passing  his 
counterfeits  to  an  unsuspecting  public.  Cogan  finds  it  necessary  to  reas¬ 
sure  buyers  that  he  has  excluded  “any  piece  that  I  did  not  believe  to  be 
original.”  The  sale  is  rich  with  mulings  from  Bolens  dies  including  several 
struck  in  silver,  but  it  is  curiously  lacking  in  any  struck  from  the  Higley 
and  Confederatio  dies. 

In  the  Hoffman  sale  of  April  1866  cited  above,  Woodward  also 
states  that  the  copy  dies  for  the  1796  half  cent,  Carroll  medal,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Funeral  Medal  by  Perkins  were  all  destroyed  after  Edwards’  death. 
The  person  most  likely  to  have  the  opportunity  to  do  this  and  pass  the 
information  along  to  Woodward  was  Edward  Cogan.  That  the  Bolen  dies 
once  owned  by  Edwards  came  into  his  possession  at  this  time  is  borne  out 
by  a  statement  from  Bolen’s  1905  catalog;  “Some  years  after  I  saw  the  No. 
11  dies  in  the  possession  of  Edward  Cogan,  of  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  but  they 
were  ruined  by  rust.”  Cogan  undoubtedly  defaced  and  destroyed  the  copy 
dies,  or  allowed  Bolen  to  do  it  himself,  which  could  explain  another  of  his 
1905  assertions,  “Nos  6,7,8  and  9,  I  destroyed  the  dies....”  To  this  point 
they  have  not  surfaced,  so  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  this  claim.  Several 
pieces  were  struck  from  the  defaced  dies  however,  and  these  did  not  appear 
until  Woodward’s  sixty-ninth  sale,  of  October  13,  1884.  Probably  they 
were  struck  in  1865,  but  remained  with  Cogan  or  Bolen  or  Woodward 
until  this  sale  took  place. 

In  his  nineteenth  and  twentieth  sales,  Woodward  also  named 

4.  The  gold  example  in  Garrett  IV,  lot  1803,  brought  $10,000.  The  same  specimen 
brought  $9,250  in  the  Steinberg  sale  of  May  6,  1992,  lot  86. 
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w  -phe  remaining  seven  are  all  known  to  exist  and  are  listed  below. 

A  second  group  of  dies  was  purchased  by  Dr.  Frank  Smith  Edwards 
of  New  York.  These  included  the  Confederatio  dies  JAB-7  and  8,  the 
Cap  die,  reverse  of  JAB-9,  the  Higley  dies  JAB- 10,  and  the  Letter 
Hamilton  dies  JAB-11.  Edwards  first  appeared  in  the  city  directory  in 
l$50.  He  is  listed  as  a  druggist  at  907  Broadway,  but  by  1858  he  is  listed 
<  j  physician  residing  at  137  West  Twenty-second  Street.  Attinelli  de- 
wfibed  him  as  “...an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To 
was  attributed  the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare 
\nK-rican  coins  and  medals,  which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were 
quickly  detected.”3  These  counterfeits  included  the  1796  half  cent,  the 
Ininuine  Columbia  pattern  and  the  Charles  Carroll  of  Carrollton  Medals, 
lender  the  heading  of  “  Fabrications  and  Frauds”  on  page  216  of  his  sixty- 
nintb  sale,  Woodward  writes,  “Under  the  latter  division  of  this  head  the 
firS[  place  should  be  given  to  Wyatt’s  Counterfeits  of  the  Pine  Tree  Money; 
nfXt  in  order  the  still  viler  counterfeits  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  the  1796 
Half  Cent,  the  Perkins  Washington  Funeral  Medals,  and  the  Chas.  Carroll 
Medals....” 

Woodward’s  continuing  anger  toward  Edwards  seems  to  suggest 
that  lie  himself  might  have  been  burned  by  the  good  doctor’s  shenanigans. 
His  fourteenth  sale  of  April  24,  1866,  also  includes  several  caustic  refer¬ 
ences  to  Dr.  Edwards.  Under  lot  9 44,  a  1796  half  cent  he  writes;  “One  of 
the  Edwards  counterfeits;  as  fine  as  when  it  fell  from  the  die;  this  piece  is 
found  in  no  cabinet  in  the  country;  the  dies  were  destroyed  since  the  death 
of  Dr.  Edwards,  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with  the 
exception  of  twelve  purchased  from  him,  his  statement  being  that  they 
were  bought  in  London.  It  now  appears  that  the  dies  were  made  to  order 
in  New  York  City.”  One  wonders  if  Woodward  was  the  purchaser  of  these 
twelve  1796  half  cents?  Still  later  under  lot  1537,  a  Carroll  Medal  he 
writes:  “...Thus  the  matter  rested  till  the  decease  of  a  certain  gentleman  in 
whose  collection  the  dies  were  found,  also  several  impressions  in  various 
metals,  together  with  evidence  showing  that  the  dies  were  recently  made 
in  New  York  City.  The  dies  are  now  destroyed,  together  with  all  the 
^medals  struck  from  them...”;  and  finally  under  lot  2146;  “Washington 
Funeral  Medal,  HE  IS  IN  GLORY,  THE  WORLD  IN  TEARS ;  rev.  Urn, 

3'  Emmanuel  J.  Attinelli,  A  Bibliography  Of  American  Numismatic  Auction  Catalogues 
1 1828-1875  (Lawrence:  Quarterman,  1976),  42. 
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COPY  ORIGINAL 

3.  CONFEDERATIO  CEljTT,  Small  stars.  The  same  general  information  and 
statistics  as  apply  to  the  preceding  —  including  a  unique  striking  in  brass 
which  weighs  8.60  grams.  Bolen  no. 8;  Johnson  no. 8. 


C0PY  ORIGINAL 


4.  HIGLEY  COPPER.  2  struck  in  silver  and  40  copper  in  1864  after  which  the 
digs  _were  sold  to  Dr,  F.  S.  Edwards.  It  is  not  known  how  many  EcjwanfjT 
had  struck  although  pieces  are  known  in  nickel  and  brass. 

a)  Bolen  s  copy  has  six  dots  on  each  crown  band  of  the  reverse, 
while  the  genuine  has  only  five. 

b)  The  copy  has  a  complete  circle  around  the  deer  while  the  genuine 
has  not. 

c)  Bolen's  secret  mark,  a  dot,  may  be  seen  in  the  C  of  Pence. 

Copper  9.50-9.70  grams.  Silver  8.00-10.65  grams;  Genuine  Copper  7.90-11.02 
grams.  Bolen  no.  10;  Johnson  no.  11. 


COPY  ORIGINAL 


5.  CAROLINA  TOKEN.  2  silver,  40  copper,  and  5  brass  struck  in  1869  after 
which  the  dies  were  rendered  useless  and  deposited  with  the  Boston  Numis- 
matic  Society.  One  of  the  silver  copies  is  known  to  have  been  struck  over  an 
1807  Half  Dollar  and  is  so  recorded  in  lot  1441  of  the  sale  conducted  by  the 
Chapman  Brothers  in  June  1885. 

Copper  10.65  grams.  Silver  6.55  grams;  Genuine  Copper  8.42-10.49  grams. 
Bolen  no.33;  Johnson  no. 3 6. 


January-February,  1952 
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ESSEX 


R.  Tettenhorst 
Box  9252 
Richmond  Hts  MO 
63117 

September  28,  1984 


Mr.  Tettenhorst: 

We  haven't  heard  from  you  regarding  the  1796  Edward's  Copy 
half  cent  that  we  sent  you  several  weeks  ago. 

As  our  consignor  is  anxious  to  learn  the  disposition  of 
his  coin,  please  give  me  a  call  to  let  me  know  your 
inclinations. 

I  look  forward  to  hearing  from  you. 

Sincerely, 

ESSEX  NUMISMATICS,  INC. 


President 


JJJrmhi 


ESSEX  NUMISMATICS,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  401,  EIGHT  CANNON  ROAD,  WILTON,  CT  06897  203-834-1464 
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THIRD  SESSION 


April  22,  1959  7:30  P.  M.  Sharp  The  Dayton  Room 

Biltmore-Hilton  Hotel  Dayton,  Ohio 


UNITED  STATES  HALF  CENTS 

I-Yuiii  tin*  rollrrtion  of  Mr.  Melvin  Danner,  attribution  according  to  Gilbert. 

1346.  1793  G-l.  However,  this  specimen  is  somewhat  unusual  as  the  top  of  the  “R” 

in  Liberty  is  incomplete  forming  “LIBERTY”.  About  Very  Fine,  nearly  a  20 
coin,  rare  and  valuable. 


1347.  1793  G-2.  V.  Fine  25,  rare,  $150.00. 

1348.  1793  G-3.  V.  Fine  20.  several  slight  edge  nicks  which  keep  us  from  listing  it 

higher.  Rare  and  desirable,  valued  at  $200.00. 

1349.  1793  G-4.  V.  Fine  20,  a  lovely  coin  that  would  grade  considerably  higher  ex¬ 
cept  for  weakness  of  "HALF  CENT”  on  reverse.  This  is  in  the  striking  and  .» 
not  from  wear.  Very  rare,  valued  at  $225.00. 

1350.  1794  G-l.  Fine-V.  Fine,  nearly  a  20  coin,  $60.00. 

1351.  1794  G-3,  Rarity  7.  V.  Fine  30,  from  the  late  stage  of  the  die.  Extremely 

rare  and  valuable. 

1352.  1794  G-4.  Fine  12.  valued  at  $50.00. 

1353.  1794  G-5.  V.  Fine  35,  several  slight  edge  nicks.  Rare  and  desireable. 

1354.  1794  G-6.  Rarity  5.  Fine  15,  a  very  rare  variety,  quite  valuable. 

1355.  1794  G-8,  Rarity  5.  V.  Fine  20,  dark  slightly  rough  surface.  Choice  and  very 

1356.  1794  G-9.  V.  Good  10,  somewhat  weakly  struck  as  is  characteristic  of  this 
variety.  Rare  and  much  better  than  usual.  Valued  at  $75.00. 

1357.  1795  G-l.  lettered  edge,  pole  to  cap.  V.  Fine  30,  choice  and  rare,  $75.00. 

1358.  17!  5  G-3.  lettered  edge,  pole  to  cap,  punctuated  date.  Fine  15,  should  bring 

at  least  $50.00. 

1359.  1795  G-4.  plain  edge,  pole  to  cap,  punctuated  date.  “CENT”  on  reverse  weak; 
otherwise,  would  be  Very  Fine  20.  Valued  at  $75.00. 

1360.  1795  G-5,  plain  edge,  no  pole.  V.  Fine  20,  rare  condition  for  this  variety, 
$75.00. 

1361.  1795  G-6.  plain  edge,  no  pole,  heavy  die  break  on  reverse.  V.  Fine  20,  which 
is  rare  for  this  variety. 

1362.  1795  G-7,  Rarity  7.  V.  Fine  20,  excessively  rare.  Gilbert  states  but  two  spe¬ 
cimens  known.  Could  easily  bring  close  to  $500.00. 
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CHOICE  AND  RARE  U.  S.  HALF  CENTS 


1363.  1795  G-8,  listed  as  Rarity  9.  Plain  edge  on  thin  planchet,  “HALF  CENT” 

weak;  otherwise  V.  Fine  20.  Gilbert  knew  of  only  one  specimen.  Another 
rarity  that  could  easily  bring  $500.00. 


1364.  1797  G-l,  lettered  edge  with  pole.  Obverse,  Fine  12;  Reverse  V.  Good  7.  This 
is  an  exceptional  condition  for  this  very  rare  coin.  In  the  opinion  of  many  in¬ 
cluding  myself,  more  rare  than  the  1796.  Should  bring  close  to  $300.00. 

1365.  1797  G-2,  plain  edge,  pole  to  cap,  date  smaller  than  other  varieties.  Fine  15, 
$75.00. 

1366.  1797  G-3,  plain  edge,  pole  to  cap.  V.  Fine  25,  wide  even  borders  on  obverse. 
Valued  at  $100.00. 

1367.  1797  G-4,  1  over  1  in  date.  Fine  15,  or  a  shade  better.  Should  bring  well  over 
$50.00. 

1368.  1800  G-l.  V.  Fine,  $15.00. 

1369.  1802  G-l.  Slight  edge  dent,  otherwise  Fine  for  this  rare  date.  Cost  $60.00. 

1370.  1803  G-l.  Fine  for  this  scarce  variety,  $12.50. 

1371.  1803  G-2.  Fine-V.  Fine,  $10.00. 

1372.  1803  G-3.  Fine,  $7.50. 

1373.  1803  G-4.  Only  Fair  to  Good  but  excessively  rare. 

1374.  1804  G-l,  plain  4,  stems  to  wreath.  V.  Fine,  very  rare,  $35.00. 

1375.  1804  G-2,  plain  4,  stemless.  V.  Fine  plus,  $10.00. 

1376.  1804  G-3,  Crosslet  4,  stemless.  V.  Fine  plus,  $12.50. 

1377.  1804  G-4,  5,  crosslet  4,  stems.  Fine,  2  pcs.  $10.00. 

1378.  1804  G-5,  7.  Fine-V.  Fine,  2  pcs.  $12.50. 

1379.  1804  G-6,  Rarity  4.  Fine,  $12.50. 

1380.  1804  G-8,  spiked  chin.  Fine-V.  Fine,  $7.50. 

1381.  1804  G-9,  Rarity  9.  V.  Fine,  extremely  rare.  Gilbert  knew  of  only  two 
specimens. 

1382.  1804  G-10.  V.  Good-Abt.  Fine,  a  very  rare  variety. 

1383.  1804  G-ll.  Abt.  Fine,  listed  as  Rarity  7. 

1384.  1805  G-l,  small  5,  stemless.  Choice  V.  Fine,  $15.00. 

1385.  1805  G-2,  large  5,  stems.  Ext.  Fine,  sharp  and  well  centered,  $25.00. 

1386.  1805  G-2,  large  5.  Fine  plus,  $7.50. 

1387.  1805  G-3,  small  5,  stems  to  wreath.  Only  Very  Good  but  very  rare.  Even  in 
this  condition,  should  bring  close  to  $50.00. 

1388.  1806  G-l,  small  6,  stemless.  V.  Fine  plus.  $15.00. 

1389.  1806  G-2,  small  6,  stems  to  wreath.  Fine  and  rare,  $40.00. 

1390.  1806  G-3,  large  6,  stems.  Choice  Ext.  Fine,  light  brown,  $20.00. 

1391.  1807  G-l.  Fine  12,  only  one  variety,  $7.50. 
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1392.  1808  over  7  G-l.  V.  Fine  20,  rare  in  choice  condition,  cost  $50.00. 

1393.  1808  G-2,  perfect  date.  Fine  15,  $10.00. 

1394.  1809  G-l,  circle  inside  O.  V.  Fine  20,  $12.50. 

1395.  1809  G-2,  perfect  date.  V.  Fine  30,  $10.00. 

1396.  1809  G-3.  Fine  15,  Rarity  5,  $15.00. 

1397.  1809  G-3,  1810  Abt.  Fine,  2  pcs.  $12.50. 

1398.  1809  G-4.  Fine-V.  Fine,  $6.00. 

1399.  1809  over  6  G-5.  V.  Fine  20,  $12.50. 

1400.  1811  G-l.  V.  Good-Fine,  rare  date,  $25.00. 

1401.  1811  G-2,  heavy  die  break  from  first  to  fourth  star  on  left.  Fine  15,  choice  and 
rare,  $60.00. 

1402.  1825  G-l.  Ext.  Fine,  light  brown,  $12.50. 

1403.  1825  G-2.  Fine  15,  scarce  $10.00. 

1404.  1826  G-l.  Ext.  Fine,  $10.00. 

1405.  1826  G-2,  Rarity  5.  Fine  15,  $17.50. 

1406.  1828  G-l,  Rarity  3.  Ext.  Fine,  $12.50. 

1407.  1828  G-2,  1829  Fine-V.  Fine,  2  pcs.  $7.50. 

1408.  1828  G-3,  12  stars.  Ext.  Fine,  some  red,  $15.00. 

1409.  1832  G-l,  2,  3.  V.  Fine  or  better,  3  pcs.  $20.00. 

1410.  1833  G-l;  1834  G-l  V.  Fine  plus,  2  pcs.  $12.50. 

1411.  1835  G-l,  2.  Pract.  Unc.  2  pcs.  $20.00. 

1412.  1837  Token  “Pure  Copper”.  V.  Fine,  $15.00. 

1413.  1849  G-3.  Abt.  Unc.  light  brown,  $22.50. 

1414.  1850  G-l.  Choice  Ext.  Fine,  $15.00. 

1415.  1851,  1853  Ext.  Fine,  2  pcs.  $15.00. 

1416.  1854,  1855  V.  Fine  plus,  2  pcs.  $15.00. 

1417.  1856  G-l.  Ext.  Fine,  $9.00. 

1418.  1857  Abt.  Unc.  part  red,  $25.00. 

UNITED  STATES  LARGE  CENTS 

(AurilHit.  il  according  to  Sheldon,  1793  through  1814  and  by  Newcomb,  1816  through  1857.) 


1419.  1793  Sh-l-A  Chain  Cent,  wide  date,  AMERI.  on  reverse.  Very  Fine  20.  Rare 

and  always  in  demand  as  it  is  the  first  coin  struck  at  the  U.  S.  Mint  for  cir¬ 
culation.  Should  bring  close  to  $300.00. 
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CATAIoOGrUB) 

Of 

Rare  Coins  and  Medals 

To  Be  Sold  At 

PUBLIC  AUCTION 

On 

APRIL  2  1  —  22,  1959 

BILTMORE-IIILTON  HOTEL  DAYTON,  OHIO 

Dayton  and  Biltmore  Rooms  —  Third  Floor 


ORDER  OF  SALE 

FIRST  SESSION  : 

Tuesday  Evening,  7:30  P.  M.  —  Lots  1  to  739 
SECOND  SESSION  : 

Wednesday  Afternoon,  2:00  P.  M.  —  Lots  740  to  1345 
THIRD  SESSION  : 

Wednesday  Evening,  7:30  P.  M.  —  Lots  1346  to  2051 
*  *  *  *  * 

A  COMPLIMENTARY  DINNER 

Will  be  served  to  our  guests  between  the  Second  and  Third  Sessions 
in  the  adjoining  Biltmore  Room. 


WELCOME  TO  DAYTON 
The  City  Beautiful 

We  extend  a  hearty  invitation  to  all  our  friends  and  customers  to  not  only 
attend  this  Sale  but  to  help  us  celebrate  the  official  opening  of  our  new  offices  in 
downtown  Dayton.  We  promise  you  a  good  Sale,  a  friendly  welcome  and  plenty 
to  eat  —  and  possibly  a  few  surprises  !  We  will  gladly  handle  your  reservations 
at  the  linte  l  or  at  a  downtown  motel.  Join  the  crowd  and  help  us  celebrate  ! 

Your  Host, 

JAMES  (Jim)  KELLY 


Box  352,  Berkeley  CA  94701 
8  Aug  1987 

Hi! 

The  article  on  the  Edwards  Copy  half  cents  is  splendid, 
exactly  as  it  is.A'Alas,  I  have  no  new  data  to  add  to  it.  I'll  he 
glad  to  read  it  in  PW. 

My  apologies  for  the  delay  in  replying.  I  have  been  out  of 
town  much  of  this  year,  and  mail  has  piled  up  unread  while  I  work 
7  days  per  week  and  many  evenings  on  the  Index  of  Subjects  of  the 
Encyclopedia  for  Doubleday.  This  already  occupies  more  than  half  a 
floppy  and  is  growing  daily;  probably  about  200  pp.  of  printout, 
though  it  will  reduce  considerably  when  typeset  in  double  columns. 
As  it  is.  Doubleday  had  wanted  both  the  Index  of  Names  (about  130 
pages;  and  the  Index  of  Subjects  within  a  couple  of  weeks  after 
they  sent  me  the  711pp  of  dummies:  manifestly  impossible.  Between 
this  and  production  delays  at  their  end,  the  book  will  appear  some 
time  in  the  winter  of  1987/88.  In  the  meantime  I  am  still  awaiting 
promised  pedigree  data  from  Del  Bland  for  the  cent  book.  I  have 
delayed  completing  the  errata  sheet  for  the  half  cent  book  until 
hearing  from  you. 

Meanwhile  other  projects  are  stacked  up  in  various  stages  of 
completion: 

Hie  Annotated  Browning-  on  Quarters .  Kolbe  got  transcripts  of 
ms.  notes  trom  me  in  1982,  adding  others  from  Jules  Reiver  and 
other  specialists  since  then.  Revised  galley  proofs  await  my 
reading. 

Best  of  Breen.  Stanley  Apfelbaum  has  this  collection  of 
writings,  mostly  published  1977-84?  about  600pp.  This  is  complete 
but  needs  editing  and  some  coin  photographs. 

Cynic ' s  Dictionary.  About  2,400pp:  about  3,000  entries,  with 
epigrammatic  definitions  and  outrageous  quotes.  "Aside  from  these 
Cthe  quotes  and  obvious  metaphors!,  every  sentence  in  this 
Dictionary  is  true,  including  this  one.  What  a  pity. "--Foreword. 
"Righteous  indignation  distilled  for  30  years.  An  analysis  of  the 
obvious,  with  some  results  that  aren' t . "--The  Dictionary's  own 
self-definition.  Complete  but  needs  updating,  mostly  entering  my 
marginal  notes  onto  floppies.  This  is  possibly  the  most  radical 
book  ever  written;  according  to  two * editors  who  want  to  handle  it, 
it  is  bound  to  be  one  of  the  most  controversial'^  ^  ^  _ _ 

Tolkien  and  Wagner :  Two  Rings  of  Power.  Detailed  comparison 
between  T's  epic  trilogy  and  W's  tetralogy:  sources,  shared 
themes,  parallels  and  contraparallels .  About  500pp  of  notes, 
parts  of  eight  chapters  and  appendices. 

Love  and  Let  Love .  Investigation  of  the  origin  and  nature  of 
love  and  its  lookalikes,  and  of  the  taboos  on  all  these.  Some 
300pp  of  notes. 

I  would  like  to  redo  the  Proof  Coins  book,  this  time  the 
right  way.  Cod  grant  I  live  to  finish  all  these  projects;  but 
unless  something  happens  which  can  give  me  more  hours  per  day  to 
work  and  less  stress  I  may  not. 

Keep  up  the  good  work.  Give  Eric 
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THE  DR. 

*JL, 

Why  Do  the  Weights 


J96  HAL" 

y  So  Widely? 


This  article  will  present  some  data  not  previously  recorded  on  specimens 
of  the  Dr.  Edwards'  Copy  of  the  1796  Half  Cent.  In  particular,  it  will  describe 
the  wide  variation  in  weight^among  the  pieces  known  to  me,  and  pose  questions 
as  to  why  such  a  wide  variation  should  exist. 

This  will  build  on  the  chapter  (pp.  166-7)  in  Walter  Breen's  Encyclopedia 
of  United  States  Half  Cents. (1)  Breen's  is  the  most  comprehensive  existing 
discussion  of  the  Edwards'  forgery.  It  also  contains  a  listing  of  individual 
examples  and  auction  appearances. 

I  have  also  had  the  benefit  of  access  to  the  splendid  numismatic  library 
of  the  Eric  P.  Newman  Numismatic  Education  Society,  and  Mr.  Newman's  assistance 
in  identifying  and  locating  relevant  materials  there. 

Finally,  my  observations  are  based  on  direct  personal  study  of  five  examples 
whose  current  locations  are  known,  plus  an  electrotype. 

Let  us  first  review  some  of  the  key  facts  previously  known:  "Dr.  Francis  S. 
Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer, 
was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed 
the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals, 
which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  (2) 

"Dr.  Edwards .. .died  in  1865"  (3) 

Edward  Cogan,  in  cataloging  the  James  E.  Root  sale  held  on  December  16-18, 
1878,  said:  "Lot  391  1796  A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece,  from  the  Edwards 
dies.  I  believe  about  twelve  were  circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were 
in  the  possession  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (4)  This 
latter  statement,  being  in  the  first  person,  is  particularly  significant,  although 
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the  substance  of  it  had  previously  appeared  in  1866  in  Woodward's  catalog  of 
the  Hoffman  sale.  (5) 


As  to  known  examples,  Breen  (1)  lists  ten  pieces  which  have  appeared  since 
1945.  He  describes  this  list:  "The  following  are  all  of  the  modern  records 

of  sale  or  offerings  of  the  Edwards  copies  known  to  me.  How  many  different 
specimens  are  involved  cannot  be  ascertained;  the  coins  were  generally  not  illus¬ 
trated,  and  those  I  have  seen  look  so  nearly  alike  that  they  probably  cannot 
distinguished  short  of  direct  physical  comparison." 


<£s  mentioned  above,  I  have  had  the..-ODDortunity  of  direct  physical  comparison 

n?  r  *v\C/€s  kdu/e 

ces/  ffiher ^hgWTuapofl^^ since  the  publication  of  Breen's  book. 


of  five  pieces/ 


I  have  assigned  the  numbers  B101  to  B110  to  Breen's  list.  In  the  cases 
of  B102  and  B105,  two  appearances  of  each  specimen  are  listed.  These  may  be 
referred  to  as  B102A  and  B102B,  etc. 

The  numbering  sequence  starts  at  101  to  allow  smaller  numbers  to  be  assigned 
to  pre- 1945  appearances.  In  fact,  as  indicated  above,  Breen  mentions  two  of 
these.  Bl,  "the  first  record  of  sale,"  was  in  the  Hoffman  sale  mentioned  above. 
(5)  B2  was  the  Root  specimen.  (4) 

There  was  an  example,  which  I  will  call  B3,  in  the  Bushnell  Sale  of  June 
20-24,  1882,  cataloged  by  the  Champmans .  it  was  lot  2768,  uncirculated,  and 

sold  for  $8.75 

Four  additional  recent  appearances,  not  necessarily  of  specimens  distinct 
from  B101  to  B110,  are  known  to  me.  They  are: 

Bill  uncirculated,  with  some  red.  In  possession  of  a  Pennsylvania  dealer 
in  the  summer  of  1982. 

BH2  extremely  fine,  in  possession  of  a  Massachusetts  dealer  in  the  summer 


of  1984. 

BH3  uncirculated,  Stack's  June  1985  sale,  Lot  No.  586. 
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B114  VF  Heritage's  1985  ANA  sale,  Lot.  No.  3606,  where  it  was  buried  among 


large  lots  and  grouped  with  low-grade  half  cents  as  a  single  lot. 

Some  additional  facts  have  emerged  from  direct  observation  of 


specimens . I 


have  seen  (B105,  B109,  Bill,  B112,  B113,  B114)  and  pictures  and  descriptions 
in  catalogs.  The  six  pieces  examined  are  all  different.  B105A  and  B105B  are 
indeed,  as  Breen  believed,  the  same  specimen.  B107  is  also  the  same  piece  as 
B105.  B109  is  not  a  "genuine"  example  (whatever  the  word  may  mean  with  respect 

to  a  forgery.)  It  was  withdrawn  from  the  sale  because  it  is  an  electrotype. 
This  gives  it  a  rather  special  place  in  the  annals  of  deception,  a  copy  of  a 
fake ! 


None  of  the  pieces  show  any  trace  of  an  undertype.  The  surfaces  are 
uniformly  smooth.  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  deduce  that  they  were  probably 
struck  on  smooth  planchets.  In  fact,  Breen  comments,  "...struck  on  good  quality, 
^^\rolled  copper  planchets..." 

[ft  )  o-fctar 

The  only^reference  to  weight  I  could  find  was  in  a  1952  article^  by  Richard 


d  17  JL  dl  LIL1C  Uy  IVJ-UIIcl  L  U 

74.7 qr 

genuine  5.05  grams." 


D.  Kenney.  (7)  He  lists  the  weight  as  "4.85  graw^ 

A  1*3* 

However,  the  standard  for  the  genuine  1796  half  cents  was  5.45  grams. 1  have 
no  explanation  for  Kenney's  error  with  respect  to  the  weight  of  the  genuine 
coin,  and  quote  it  only  because  it  caused  me  to  question  also  the  accuracy  of 
his  weight  for  the  Edwards  specimen.  Breen  quotes  Kenney's  weight  for  the  Edwards 
piece,  and  gives  the  correct  weight  for  the  genuine  one. 

However,  the^nost  startling  fact  to  emerge  from  direct1 observation  of 


of  these 

five  pieces  I  have  examined  (not  including  the  electro,  B109)  is  the  tremendous 
variation  in  their  weights,  and  the  noticeable  variation  in  their  diameters 
These  are: 


Wei; 


£htp 


59.4  grains 


Diameter^ 

#  V6  !*cWs 


N  Thickness#* 

qo.)  y4*s  f«-  sft  'mdi 
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Bill 

91.8  grains 

,r?7 

ia^.4 

B112 

72.2  grains 

|05- k 

B113 

73.8  grains 

103.5 

B114 

TU— &.grains 

‘H.'f 

Why  such 

a  great  weight  variation 

among  the  few  known 

pieces?  Would 

one  expect  them  to  have  been  made  at  the  same  time  and  on  planchets  from  a  single 
source,  and  of  approximately  equal  weight  and  size? 

Having  posed  this  intriguing  question,  we  have  reached  the  limits  of  the 
demanding  world  of  fact.  We  can  only  proceed  farther  by  entering  the  uncertain, 
but  pleasurable,  world  of  speculation. 

At  once,  a  previously  unimportant  semantic  difference  becomes  more 
significant.  Some  references  to  the  known  quantity  of  Dr.  Edwards'  copies  say, 
"Only  twelve  struck."  Other,  more  precise,  descriptions  say,  "Of  those  struck, 
all  destroyed  except  twelve..."  or  words  to  that  effect. 

In  fact,  Breen  utilizes  both  comments.  When  listing  the  quantity  known, 
he  states:  "Rarity  7.  Reportedly  twelve  struck."  And  in  the  next  paragraph 
he  gives  Cogan's  fuller  description  relating  to  the  destruction  of  the  dies, 
"...  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with  the  exception  of 
twelve. . ." 

Of  course,  as  to  the  usual  purposes  for  wanting  to  know  the  quantity  extant, 
the  two  statements  have  little,  if  any,  significant  difference.  For  determining 
current  rarity,  or  the  original  distribution,  they  are  essentially  the  same. 

However,  when  the  question  deals  with  variations  among  the  few  existing 
specimens,  one  can  consider  the  differences  of  wording  significant.  For  instance, 
if  only  twelve  had  been  struck,  or  some  number  slightly  larger,  one  might  strongly 
expect  the  planchets  to  be  quite  similar. 
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If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  many  as  a  thousand  had  been  struck  originally, 
and  all  but  twelve  subsequently  destroyed,  one  might  have  less  reason  to  be 
surprised  at  finding  considerable  variation  among  planchets. 

Do  we  have  any  clues  as  to  the  number  originally  struck?  Maybe  we  do. 
But  they  are  severely  limited.  Cogan's  statement  is  that  he  believes  only  twelve 
were  circulated,  "...and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (Underlining  is  mine) 

Let  us  speculate  on  this  perhaps  casual  choice  of  words.  If  there  had 
been  several  hundred  specimens  remaining,  might  not  Cogan  have  been  likely  to 
say  more  than  "all"?  In  his  place,  wouldn't  you  have  been  likely  to  say  something 
like,  "I  destroyed  the  large  hoard  that..."? 

Conversely,  if  as  few  as  three  to  five  remained,  wouldn't  you  be  more  likely 
to  give  the  actual  number,  rather  than  describing  the  small  quantity  as  "all"? 

With  total  subjectivity,  to  my  ear  Cogan's  choice  of  words  is  most  consistent 

"tu?ev\ty, 

with  his  having  found  and  destroyed  perhaps  six  to  "trwtrt^e-v-  In  any  case,  even 
a  somewhat  larger  upper  limit  would  not  lead  one  to  expect  so  many  weights  of 
substantial  difference. 

The  design  of  the  copy  reflects  a  careful  attempt  to  reproduce  the  details 
of  the  original  coin.  The  hair  strands,  pole,  cap,  and  date  of  the  obverse 

<£  le<x.r  ly 

cio&el'y,  ''imitate  the  details  of  the  genuine  coin.  So  do  the  fraction,  bow,  leaves 
and  berries  of  the  reverse.  As  an  experienced  numismatist,  why  did  Dr.  Edwards 
pay  so  little  attention  to  approximating  the  weight  of  the  originals?  Short 
weight  was  a  phenomenon  long  well  known,  not  merely  to  numismatists,  but,  at 
least  as  to  gold  and  silver  coins,  to  shopkeepers  and  to  many  of  the  general 
public. 

Of  course,  there  was  a  rather  considerable  war  underway  during  the  1863-65 
period  in  which  Edwards'  name  appears  frequently  as  a  buyer  of  genuine  rare 
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Early  American  coins.  (1)  Perhaps  he  had  to  make  do  with  individual  scraps 
of  available  copper. 


We  have  reached  the  end  of  the  line,  at  least  for  now.  I  have  told  you 
everything  I  know.  In  fact,  I  have  told  you  more  than  I  know  (a  phenomenon 
not  without  precedent  in  literature,  numismatic,  as  well  as  general). 

Where  to  from  here?  I  would  welcome  hearing  from  anyone  on  the  following: 

1.  Records  of  other  appearances  of  the  Edwards'  copies,  particularly  those 


prior  to  1945.  Specially  prized  would  be  any  with  photographs  or 
descriptions  of  spots  or  marks  sufficient  to  help  identify  particular 


pieces . 


2.  Location,  weight,  description,  pedigree  of  any  other  pieces  which  can 

A. 

currently  be  located. 

3.  Additional  facts  or  hypoth„ese.s  to  explain  the  differences  which  have 


been  found  in 


Write  to  R.  Tettenhorst,  P.  0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 


***** 


CABLE  ADDRESS 


The  American -Numismatic -Society 


(FOUNDED  1858  •  INCORPORATED  1865) 


Broadway- at  155™  Street 


New -York  -  NY.  10032 


April  16,  1988 


Mr.  Eric  P.  Newman 

Edison  Brothers  Stores,  Inc. 

P.  0.  Box  14020 
St.  Louis,  M0  63178 

Dear  Mr .  Newman : 

Dr.  Metcalf  passed  on  your  recent  inquiry  to  me  yesterday.  I’m  sorry 
to  disappoint  you  and  the  half-cent  collectors,  but  the  only  ANS  1796  half 
cent  is  a  Gilbert  1  donated  to  the  Society  by  J.  Sanford  Saltus  in  1906. 

Sorry  we  don't  have  one  of  the  Edwards  forgeries,  but  I'm  grateful  to 
you  for  alerting  me  to  their  importance. 


Yours  truly, 


William  L.  Bischoff 
Assistant  Curator 
Modern  Coins  and  Currency 
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ERIC  NEWMAN 

Here  is  a  copy  of  the  Dr.  Edwards 
article  as  finally  revised.  Harry 
Salyards  tells  me  that  it  will 
appear  in  the  July  issue  of  Penny- 
Wise  . 


FROM  THE  DESK  OF  BERNARD  EDISON 


R.  TETTEN HORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


June  8,  1988 


Mr .  Roger  Cohen 
4701  Sangamore  Road 
Bethesda,  MD  20816 


Dear  Roger: 

I  tried  to  call  you  a  couple  of  times,  but  there  was  no  answer. 
Bill  Weber  tells  me  that  he  hears  you  are  recovering  nicely. 

He  has  tried  to  call  you,  also.  All  of  your  friends  are  concerned 
about  you  and  wish  you  well. 

For  your  information,  I  just  had  an  angioplasty  myself  a  couple 
of  months  ago.  I  feel  great;  much  better  than  before. 

I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  an  article  on  the  Dr.  Edwards  copies 
which  I  have  submitted  to  Penny  Wise.  Harry  Salyards  tells  me 
it  will  appear  in  the  July  issue.  I  hope  you  find  it  interesting. 

Best  regards  to  Debbie,  and  get  well  quickly. 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


Enclosure 


R.  TETTEN  HORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


June  8,  1988 


Mr.  Harry  Salyards 
606  N.  Minnesota  Avenue 
Hastings,  NE  68901 

Dear  Harry: 

Thank  you  for  your  careful  and  competent  editing  of  my  article. 
All  of  your  improvements  are  fine  with  me.  I  have  added  one 
additional  bit  of  information.  It  is  highlighted  on  the  attached 
revised  draft,  which  also  includes  your  suggested  changes. 

Sincerely, 

R.  Tettenhorst 


Attachment 


THE  DR.  EDWARDS  COPY  OF  THE  1796  HALF  CENT 


Why  Do  the  Weights  and  Diameters  Vary  So  Widely? 

R.  Tettenhorst 

This  article  will  present  some  data  not  previously  recorded  on  specimens 
of  the  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  of  the  1796  Half  Cent.  In  particular,  it  will  describe 
the  wide  variation  in  weight  and  width  among  the  pieces  known  to  me,  and  pose 
questions  as  to  why  such  a  wide  variation  should  exist. 

I  will  build  on  the  information  presented  on  pp.  166-7  of  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Half  Cents.  Breen's  is  the  most  comprehensive 
existing  discussion  of  the  Edwards  forgery.  It  also  contains  a  listing  of 
individual  examples  and  auction  appearances.  I  have  also  had  the  benefit  of 
access  to  the  splendid  numismatic  library  of  the  Eric  P.  Newman  Numismatic  Education 
Society,  and  Mr.  Newman's  assistance  in  identifying  and  locating  relevant  materials 
there.  Finally,  my  observations  are  based  on  direct  personal  study  of  five 
examples  whose  current  locations  are  known,  plus  an  electrotype. 

Let  us  first  review  some  of  the  key  facts  previously  known:  "Dr.  Francis  S. 
Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer, 
was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed 
the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals, 
which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  (E.  J.  Attinelli: 

A  Bibliography  of  American  Numismatic  Auction  Catalogues,  1876)  Dr.  Edwards 
died  in  1865. 

Edward  Cogan,  in  cataloguing  the  James  E.  Root  sale  held  on  December  16-18, 

1878,  said:  "Lot  391,  1796,  A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece,  from  the  Edwards 
dies.  I  believe  about  twelve  were  circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were 
in  the  possession  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  This 


latter  statement,  being  in  the  first  person,  is  particularly  significant,  although 
the  substance  of  it  had  previously  appeared  in  Woodward's  catalog  of  the  Hoffman 
sale,  April  24-27,  1866.  Cogan's  statement  that  the  remaining  pieces  were  destroyed 
is  corroborated  by  the  fact  that  neither  of  the  two  sales  which  contained  Dr. 

Edwards'  collection  had  a  1796-dated  half  cent  of  any  variety.  These  were  the 
Bangs,  Merwin  sales  of  March  13,  1865,  and  October  16,  1865. 

As  to  known  examples,  Breen  lists  ten  pieces  which  have  appeared  since 
1945.  (There  have  been  other  appearances  of  Edwards  copies  since  his  publication.) 

He  describes  this  list:  "The  following  are  all  of  the  modern  records  of  sale 
or  offerings  of  the  Edwards  copies  known  to  me.  How  many  different  specimens 
are  involved  cannot  be  ascertained;  the  coins  were  generally  not  illustrated, 
and  those  I  have  seen  look  so  nearly  alike  that  they  probably  cannot  be  distinguished 
short  of  direct  physical  comparison."  As  mentioned  above,  I  have  had  the  opportunity 
of  such  direct  physical  comparison  of  five  pieces. 

I  have  assigned  the  numbers  B101  to  B110  to  Breen's  list.  In  the  cases 
of  B102  and  B105,  two  appearances  of  each  specimen  are  listed.  These  may  be 
referred  to  as  B102A  and  B102B,  etc.  The  numbering  sequence  starts  at  101  to 
allow  smaller  numbers  to  be  assigned  to  pre-1945  appearances.  In  fact,  as  indicated 
above,  Breen  mentions  two  of  these.  Bl,  "the  first  record  of  sale,"  was  in 
the  Hoffman  sale  mentioned  above.  B2  was  the  Root  specimen.  There  was  an  example, 
which  I  will  call  B3,  in  the  Bushnell  Sale  of  June  20-24,  1882,  cataloged  by 
the  Chapmans.  It  was  lot  2768,  uncirculated,  and  sold  for  $8.75. 

Four  additional  recent  appearances,  not  necessarily  of  specimens  distinct 
from  B101  to  B110,  are  known  to  me.  They  are: 
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Bill:  uncirculated,  with  some  red.  In  the  possession  of  a  Pennsylvania 
dealer  in  the  summer  of  1982. 

B112:  extremely  fine,  in  the  possession  of  a  Massachusetts  dealer  in  the 

summer  of  1984. 

B113 :  uncirculated,  Stack's  June  1985  sale,  Lot  No.  586. 

B114 :  VF,  Heritage's  1985  ANA  sale,  Lot  No.  3606,  where  it  was  grouped 
with  low-grade  half  cents  as  a  single  large  lot. 

Some  additional  facts  have  emerged  from  direct  observation  of  specimens 
I  have  seen  (B105,  B109,  Bill,  B112,  B113,  B114)  and  pictures  and  descriptions 
in  catalogs.  The  six  pieces  examined  are  all  different.  B105A  and  B105B  are 
indeed,  as  Breen  believed,  the  same  specimen.  B107  is  also  the  same  piece  as 
B105.  B109  is  not  a  "genuine"  example  (whatever  the  word  may  mean  with  respect 

to  a  forgery.)  It  was  withdrawn  from  the  sale  because  it  is  an  electrotype. 

This  gives  it  a  rather  special  place  in  the  annals  of  deception,  a  copy  of  a 
fake ! 

None  of  the  pieces  show  any  trace  of  an  undertype.  The  surfaces  are  uniformly 
smooth.  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  deduce  that  they  were  probably  struck 
on  smooth  planchets.  In  fact,  Breen  comments,  "...struck  on  good  quality,  rolled 
copper  planchets.  .." 

I  have  been  able  to  find  only  two  references  to  the  weight  of  the  Dr. 

Edwards  copies,  and  both  contain  errors.  Don  Taxay's  excellent  book,  Counterfeit, 
Mis-struck,  and  Unofficial  U.  S.  Coins  says,  "Actually,  the  Edwards  copy  is 
comparatively  crude,  and  can  be  easily  identified  both  by  its  light  weight  and 
general  appearance."  This  comment  on  weight  is  clearly  incorrect  as  a  generality, 
as  will  be  seen  below.  However,  the  coin  illustrated  in  Taxay's  book  does  not  f 
appear  to  be  one  of  those  I  have  seen.  His  comment  would  indicate  that  at  least 
one  additional  light-weight  specimen  exists ^ 

The  only  other  reference  to  weight  I  could  find  was  in  an  article  by  Richard 
D.  Kenney  in  The  Coin  Collector's  Journal.  Jan. -Feb.  1952.  He  lists  the  weight 
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as  "4.85  grams  [This  equals  74.7  grains];  genuine  5.05  grams."  However,  the 
standard  for  the  genuine  1796  half  cents  was  5.45  grams  [83.9  grains].  I  have 
no  explanation  for  Kenney's  error  with  respect  to  the  weight  of  the  genuine 
coin,  and  quote  it  only  because  it  caused  me  to  question  also  the  accuracy  of 
his  weight  for  the  Edwards  specimen.  Breen  quotes  Kenney's  weight  for  the  Edwards 
piece,  and  gives  the  correct  weight  for  the  genuine  one.  I  was  unable  to  locate 
a  single  reference  to  the  diameter  of  any  coin. 

The  most  startling  fact  to  emerge  from  direct  observation  of  the  five  pieces 
I  have  examined  (not  including  the  electro,  B109)  is  the  tremendous  variation 
in  their  weights,  and  the  noticeable  variation  in  their  diameters  and  thicknesses. 
These  are: 


Weight 

Diameter 

"Thickness" 

B105 

59.4 

grains 

.915  inches 

90.1 

grains 

psi 

Bill 

91.8 

grains 

.977  inches 

122.4 

grains 

psi 

B112 

72.2 

grains 

.933  inches 

105.6 

grains 

psi 

B113 

73.8 

grains 

.953  inches 

103.5 

grains 

psi 

B114 

64.7 

grains 

.924  inches 

96.4 

grains 

psi 

In  this  table  I  have  used  the  ratio  of  weight  per  square  inch  of  surface 
area  as  a  measure  of  relative  thickness.  Only  B112  and  B113  are  close  in  weight 
and  thickness.  No  two  of  the  diameters  are  quite  close.  The  variation  between 
Bill,  the  largest,  and  B105,  the  smallest,  is  extreme.  Bill  exceeds  B105  by 
6.67,  in  diameter,  35.87,  in  thickness,  and  54.57.  in  weight! 

To  compare  the  absolute  differences  with  familiar  coins,  consider  the  following 
small  table: 

Pairs  of  Coins  Difference  Difference 

in  Diameter  in  Weight 

(Pre-1982)  cent  and  dime  .045  in.  12.9  gr . 
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Nickel  and  cent 


.085  in. 


29.1  gr. 


Bill  and  B105  .061  in.  32.4  gr. 

Why  such  a  great  weight  variation  among  the  few  known  pieces?  Would  not 
one  expect  them  to  have  been  made  at  the  same  time  and  on  planchets  from  a  single 
source,  and  of  approximately  equal  weight  and  size?  Having  posed  this  intriguing 
question,  we  have  reached  the  limits  of  the  demanding  world  of  fact.  We  can 
only  proceed  farther  by  entering  the  uncertain,  but  pleasurable,  world  of  speculation. 

At  once,  a  previously  unimportant  semantic  difference  becomes  more  significant. 
Some  references  to  the  known  quantity  of  Dr.  Edwards'  copies  say,  "Only  twelve 
struck."  Other,  more  precise,  descriptions  say,  "Of  those  struck,  all  destroyed 
except  twelve..."  or  words  to  that  effect.  In  fact,  Breen  utilizes  both  comments. 

When  listing  the  quantity  known,  he  states:  "Rarity  7.  Reportedly  twelve  struck." 

And  in  the  next  paragraph  he  gives  Cogan's  fuller  description  relating  to  the 
destruction  of  the  dies,  "...  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them, 
with  the  exception  of  twelve..." 

Of  course,  as  to  the  usual  purposes  for  wanting  to  know  the  quantity  extant, 
the  two  statements  have  little  significant  difference.  For  determining  current 
rarity,  or  the  original  distribution,  they  are  essentially  the  same.  However, 
when  the  question  deals  with  variations  among  the  few  existing  specimens,  one 
can  consider  the  differences  of  wording  significant.  For  instance,  if  only 
twelve  had  been  struck,  or  some  number  slightly  larger,  one  might  strongly  expect 
the  planchets  to  be  quite  similar.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  many  as  a  thousand 
had  been  struck  originally,  and  all  but  twelve  subsequently  destroyed,  one  might 
have  less  reason  to  be  surprised  at  finding  considerable  variation  among  planchets. 


Do  we  have  any  clues  as  to  the  number  originally  struck?  Maybe  we  do. 

But  they  are  severely  limited.  Cogan's  statement  is  that  he  believes  only  twelve 
were  circulated,  "...and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (Underlining  is  mine) 

Let  us  speculate  on  this  perhaps  casual  choice  of  words.  If  there  had 
been  several  hundred  specimens  remaining,  might  not  Cogan  have  been  likely  to 
say  more  than  "all"?  In  his  place,  wouldn't  you  have  been  likely  to  say  something 
like,  "I  destroyed  the  large  hoard  that..."? 

Conversely,  if  as  few  as  three  to  five  remained,  wouldn't  you  be  more  likely 
to  give  the  actual  number,  rather  than  describing  the  small  quantity  as  "all"? 

With  total  subjectivity,  to  my  ear  Cogan's  choice  of  words  is  most  consistent 
with  his  having  found  and  destroyed  perhaps  six  to  twenty.  In  any  case,  even 
a  somewhat  larger  upper  limit  would  not  lead  one  to  expect  so  many  weights  of 
substantial  difference. 

The  design  of  the  copy  reflects  a  careful  attempt  to  reproduce  the  details 
of  the  original  coin.  The  hair  strands,  pole,  cap,  and  date  of  the  obverse 
clearly  imitate  the  details  of  the  genuine  coin.  So  do  the  fraction,  bow,  leaves 
and  berries  of  the  reverse.  As  an  experienced  numismatist,  why  did  Dr.  Edwards 
pay  so  little  attention  to  approximating  the  weight  of  the  originals?  Short 

weight  was  a  phenomenon  long  well  known,  not  merely  to  numismatists,  but,  at 

least  with  gold  and  silver  coins,  to  shopkeepers  and  to  many  of  the  general 
public.  Of  course,  there  was  a  rather  considerable  war  underway  during  the 
1863-65  period... so  perhaps  he  had  to  make  do  with  individual  scraps  of  available 
copper . 

We  have  reached  the  end  of  the  line,  at  least  for  now.  I  have  told  you 

everything  I  know.  In  fact,  I  have  told  you  more  than  I  know  (a  phenomenon 

not  without  precedent  in  literature,  numismatic  as  well  as  general!). 
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Where  to  from  here?  I  would  welcome  hearing  from  anyone  on  the  following: 

1.  Records  of  other  appearances  of  the  Edwards  copies,  particularly  those 
prior  to  1945.  Specially  prized  would  be  any  with  photographs  or 
descriptions  of  spots  or  marks  sufficient  to  help  identify  particular 
pieces. 

2.  Location,  weight,  diameter,  description,  and  pedigree  of  any  other 
pieces  which  can  currently  be  located. 

3.  Additional  facts  or  hypotheses  to  explain  the  differences  which  have 
been  found  in  the  planchets. 

Write  to  R.  Tettenhorst,  P.  0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 


Ictt  — 
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THE  DR.  EDWARDS  COPY  OF  THE  1796  HALF  CENT 
Why  Do  the  Weights  and  Diameters  Vary  So  Widely? 

.TettewUorsrt- 


This  article  will  present  some  data  not  previously  recorded  on  specimens 

of  the  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  of  the  1796  Half  Cent.  In  particular,  it  will  describe 

the  wide  variation  in  weight  and  width  among  the  pieces  known  to  me,  and  pose 

questions  as  to  why  such  a  wide  variation  should  exist. 

x  \vvf^KN«1nvv  pccje^e.4.  o\  , 

Vtote  will  build  on  the^uhupiLUT'"*pp.  166-7  Of  Walter  Breen  s  Encyclopedia 

of  United  States  Half  Cents.  Breen's  is  the  most  comprehensive  existing  discussion 

of  the  Edwards  forgery.  It  also  contains  a  listing  of  individual  examples 

d  auction  appearances. 


I  have  also  had  the  benefit  of  access  to  the  splendid  numismatic  library 
of  the  Eric  P.  Newman  Numismatic  Education  Society,  and  Mr.  Newman's  assistance 
in  identifying  and  locating  relevant  materials  there. 


^ _  Finally,  my  observations  are  based  on  direct  personal  study  of  five  examples 

whose  current  locations  are  known,  plus  an  electrotype. 

Let  us  first  review  some  of  the  key  facts  previously  known:  "Dr.  Francis  S. 
Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer, 
was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed 
the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals, 
which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  (E.  J.  Attinelli: 

A  Bibliography  of  American  Numismatic  Auction  Catalogues,  1876)  Dr.  Edwards 
died  in  1865. 

Edward  Cogan,  in  cataloging  the  James  E.  Root  sale  held  on  December  16-18, 
1878,  said:  "Lot  391y  1796^A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece,  from  the  Edwards 
dies.  I  believe  about  twelve  were  circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were 


in  the  possession  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death. 


This 


latter  statement,  being  in  the  first  person,  is  particularly  significant,  although 
the  substance  of  it  had  previously  appeared  in  Woodward's  catalog  of  the  Hoffman 
ale,  April  24-27,  1866. 


Cogan's  statement  that  the  remaining  pieces  were  destroyed  is  corroborated 
by  the  fact  that  neither  of  the  two  sales  which  contained  Dr.  Edwards'  collection 
had  a  1796-dated  half  cent  of  any  variety.  These  were  the  Bangs,  Merwin  sales 
of  March  13,  1865,  and  October  16,  1865. 

As  to  known  examples,  Breen  lists  ten  pieces  which  have  appeared^  since  ^ 

(lUest  kave  beew  o{Uor  a? of  Edwards  copie*  XMce  IViX  public*-! 

1945.y\^He  describes  this  list:  "The  following  are  all  of  the  modern  records 
of  sale  or  offerings  of  the  Edwards  copies  known  to  me.  How  many  different 
specimens  are  involved  cannot  be  ascertained;  the  coins  were  generally  not  illus¬ 
trated,  and  those  I  have  seen  look  so  nearly  alike  that  they  probably  cannot 
be  distinguished  short  of  direct  physical  comparison."  VBSjft  As  mentioned  above, 

SM<M. 

I  have  had  the  opportunity  of^direct  physical  comparison  of  five  pieces. 


Mdn. 


I  have  assigned  the  numbers  B101  to  B110  to  Breen's  list.  In  the  cases 
of  B102  and  B105,  two  appearances  of  each  specimen  are  listed.  These  may  be 
referred  to  as  B102A  and  B102B,  etc. 

The  numbering  sequence  starts  at  101  to  allow  smaller  numbers  to  be  assigned 
to  pre-1945  appearances.  In  fact,  as  indicated  above,  Breen  mentions  two  of 
these.  Bl,  "the  first  record  of  sale,"  was  in  the  Hoffman  sale  mentioned  above. 
B2  was  the  Root  specimen. 
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There  was  an  example,  which  I  will  call  B3 ,  in  the  Bushnell  Sale  of  June 
20-24,  1882,  cataloged  by  the  Chapmans.  It  was  lot  2768,  uncirculated,  and 
sold  for  $8.75* 

Four  additional  recent  appearances,  not  necessarily  of  specimens  distinct 
from  B101  to  B110,  are  known  to  me.  They  are: 
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Bill  .‘uncirculated ,  with  some  red.  In^possession  of  a  Pennsylvania  dealer 
in  the  summer  of  1982. 

B112:extremely  fine,  in^possession  of  a  Massachusetts  dealer  in  the  summer 


B113: uncirculated ,  Stack's  June  1985  sale,  Lot  No.  586. 

B114‘.VF,  Heritage's  1985  ANA  sale,  Lot  No.  3606,  where  it  was  grouped  with 
low-grade  half  cents  as  a  single  large  lot. 

Some  additional  facts  have  emerged  from  direct  observation  of  specimens 
I  have  seen  (B105,  B109,  Bill,  B112,  B113,  B114)  and  pictures  and  descriptions 
in  catalogs.  The  six  pieces  examined  are  all  different.  B105A  and  B105B  are 
indeed,  as  Breen  believed,  the  same  specimen.  B107  is  also  the  same  piece  as 
B105.  B109  is  not  a  "genuine"  example  (whatever  the  word  may  mean  with  respect 

to  a  forgery.)  It  was  withdrawn  from  the  sale  because  it  is  an  electrotype. 
This  gives  it  a  rather  special  place  in  the  annals  of  deception,  a  copy  of  a 
fake ! 


None  of  the  pieces  show  any  trace  of  an  undertype.  The  surfaces  are  uniformly 
smooth.  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  deduce  that  they  were  probably  struck 
on  smooth  planchets.  In  fact,  Breen  comments,  "...struck  on  good  quality,  rolled 
copper  planchets.  .." 

I  have  been  able  to  find  only  two  references  to  the  weight  of  the  Dr. 

Edwards  copies,  and  both  contain  errors.  Don  Taxay's  excellent  book,  Counterfeit , 
Mis-struck,  and  Unofficial  U.  S.  Coins  says,  "Actually,  the  Edwards  copy  is 

comparatively  crude,  and  can  be  easily  identified  both  by  its  light  weight  and 

h  OjS  cl  a  + 


general  appearance.  Thj$  comment  on  weight  is  clearly  incorrect,  as  wilf^be 


D.  Kenney  in  The  Coin  Collector's  Journal,  Jan. -Feb.  1952.  He  lists  the  weight 
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as  "4.85  grains  [This  equals  74.7  grains];  genuine  5.05  grains."  However,  the 
standard  for  the  genuine  1796  half  cents  was  5.45  grains  [83.9  grains].  I  have 
no  explanation  for  Kenney's  error  with  respect  to  the  weight  of  the  genuine 
coin,  and  quote  it  only  because  it  caused  me  to  question  also  the  accuracy  of 
his  weight  for  the  Edwards  specimen.  Breen  quotes  Kenney's  weight  for  the  Edwards 
piece,  and  gives  the  correct  weight  for  the  genuine  one.  I  was  unable  to  locate 
a  single  reference  to  the  diameter  of  any  coin. 

The  most  startling  fact  to  emerge  from  direct  observation  of  the  five  pieces 
I  have  examined  (not  including  the  electro,  B109)  is  the  tremendous  variation 
in  their  weights,  and  the  noticeable  variation  in  their  diameters  and  thicknesses. 
These  are: 


Weight 

Diameter 

"Thickness" 

B105 

59.4  grains 

.915  inches 

90.1  grains  psi 

Bill 

91.8  grains 

.977  inches 

122.4  grains  psi 

B112 

72.2  grains 

.933  inches 

105.6  grains  psi 

B113 

73.8  grains 

.953  inches 

103.5  grains  psi 

B114 

64.7  grains 

.924  inches 

96.4  grains  psi 

In  this 

table  I  have  used 

the  ratio  of  weight  per 

square  inch  of  surface 

area  as  a  measure  of  relative  thickness.  Only  B112  and  B113  are  close  in  weight 
and  thickness.  No  two  of  the  diameters  are  quite  close.  The  variation  between 
Bill,  the  largest,  and  B105,  the  smallest,  is  extreme.  Bill  exceeds  B105  by 
6.6%  in  diameter,  35.8%  in  thickness,  and  54.5%  in  weight! 

To  compare  the  absolute  differences  with  familiar  coins,  consider  the  following 
small  table: 

Pairs  of  Coins  Difference  Difference 


in  Diameter 


in  Weight 


Nickel  and  .penny 


.085  in. 


29.1  gr. 


Bill  and  B105 


061  in. 


32.4  gr. 


Why  such  a  great  weight  variation  among  the  few  known  pieces?  Would  not 
one  expect  them  to  have  been  made  at  the  same  time  and  on  planchets  from  a  single 
aurce,  and  of  approximately  equal  weight  and  size? 


V  Having  posed  this  intriguing  question,  we  have  reached  the  limits  of  the 
demanding  world  of  fact.  We  can  only  proceed  farther  by  entering  the  uncertain, 
but  pleasurable,  world  of  speculation. 

At  once,  a  previously  unimportant  semantic  difference  becomes  more  significant 
Some  references  to  the  known  quantity  of  Dr.  Edwards'  copies  say,  "Only  twelve 
struck."  Other  more  precise  descriptions  say,  "Of  those  struck,  all  destroyed 
xcept  twelve..."  or  words  to  that  effect. 


"> —  In  fact,  Breen  utilizes  both  comments.  When  listing  the  quantity  known, 
he  states:  "Rarity  7.  Reportedly  twelve  struck."  And  in  the  next  paragraph 
he  gives  Cogan's  fuller  description  relating  to  the  destruction  of  the  dies, 

"...  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with  the  exception  of  twelve.. 

Of  course,  as  to  the  usual  purposes  for  wanting  to  know  the  quantity  extant, 
the  two  statements  have  little  significant  difference.  For  determining  current 
rarity,  or  the  original  distribution,  they  are  essentially  the  same.  However, 
when  the  question  deals  with  variations  among  the  few  existing  specimens,  one 
can  consider  the  differences  of  wording  significant.  For  instance,  if  only 
twelve  had  been  struck,  or  some  number  slightly  larger,  one  might  strongly  expect 
the  planchets  to  be  quite  similar. 


If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  many  as  a  thousand  had  been  struck  originally, 
and  all  but  twelve  subsequently  destroyed,  one  might  have  less  reason  to  be 
surprised  at  finding  considerable  variation  among  planchets. 


5 


Do  we  have  any  clues  as  to  the  number  originally  struck?  Maybe  we  do. 

But  they  are  severely  limited.  Cogan ' s  statement  is  that  he  believes  only  twelve 


were  circulated,  "...and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (Underlining  is  mine) 

Let  us  speculate  on  this  perhaps  casual  choice  of  words.  If  there  had 
been  several  hundred  specimens  remaining,  might  not  Cogan  have  been  likely  to 
say  more  than  "all"?  In  his  place,  wouldn't  you  have  been  likely  to  say  something 
like,  "I  destroyed  the  large  hoard  that..."? 

Conversely,  if  as  few  as  three  to  five  remained,  wouldn't  you  be  more  likely 
to  give  the  actual  number,  rather  than  describing  the  small  quantity  as  "all"? 

With  total  subjectivity,  to  my  ear  Cogan' s  choice  of  words  is  most  consistent 
with  his  having  found  and  destroyed  perhaps  six  to  twenty.  In  any  case,  even 
a  somewhat  larger  upper  limit  would  not  lead  one  to  expect  so  many  weights  of 
substantial  difference. 

The  design  of  the  copy  reflects  a  careful  attempt  to  reproduce  the  details 
of  the  original  coin.  The  hair  strands,  pole,  cap,  and  dare  of  the  obverse 
clearly  imitate  the  details  of  the  genuine  coin.  So  do  the  fraction,  bow,  leaves 
and  berries  of  the  reverse.  As  an  experienced  numismatist,  why  did  Dr.  Edwards 
pay  so  little  attention  to  approximating  the  weight  of  the  originals?  Short 
weight  was  a  phenomenon  long  well  known,  not  merely  to  numismatists,  but,  at 

vu*Hu 

least  t?e  gold  and  silver  coins,  to  shopkeepers  and  to  many  of  the  general 
->ublic . 


_  Of  course,  there  was  a  rather  considerable  war  underway  during  the  1863-65 

(0 

period. ..perhaps  he  had  to  make  do  with  individual  scraps  of  available  copper. 

We  have  reached  the  end  of  the  line,  at  least  for  now.  I  have  told  you 
everything  I  know.  In  fact,  I  have  told  you  more  than  I  know  (a  phenomenon 


not  without  precedent  in  literature,  numismatic  as  well  as  general 


0 
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Where  to  from  here?  I  would  welcome  hearing  from  anyone  on  the  following: 

1.  Records  of  other  appearances  of  the  Edwards  copies,  particularly  those 
prior  to  1945.  Specially  prized  would  be  any  with  photographs  or 
descriptions  of  spots  or  marks  sufficient  to  help  identify  particular 
pieces . 

2.  Location,  weight,  diameter,  description, ^pedigree  of  any  other  pieces 
which  can  currently  be  located. 

3.  Additional  facts  or  hypotheses  to  explain  the  differences  which  have 
been  found  in  the  planchets. 

Write  to  R.  Tettenhorst,  P.  0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 
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1796. 

The  legend  liberty  is  at  an  equal  distance  from  cap,  hair,  and  milling. 
The  stall'  extends  nearly  to  the  milling.  The  date  is  large  and  widely  spaced, 
with  tin;  1  directly  under  the  curve  in  the  lower  lock,  half  a  millimeter  distant, 
and  the  6  half  a  millimeter  from  the  bust. 

Reverse :  The  word  cent  begins  a  little  to  the  right  of  a  line  perpendicular 
to  ii  in  half.  The  wreath  bears  four  large  berries  on  the  left,  and  apparently 
three  on  the  right  branch;  the  upper  leaves  in  each  branch  point  directly  at  each 
other,  without  touching;  the  legend  is  close  to  wreath.  The  dividing  line  in  ^ 
is  short.  The  milling  on  border  is  very  slight. 

Impressions  from  only  two  pairs  of  dies,  closely  resembling  each  other,  are 
known. 

The  Half  Cents  of  this  date,  in  good  to  fine  condition,  are  by  far  the  rarest  of  the  series. 
Defective  specimens  are  not  however  extremely  rare,  and  of  late  have  rather  frequently  been 
offered  at  public  sales. 

Note. — A  copy  of  this  rare  date  was  gotten  up  by  Dr.  Edwards,  but  only  twelve  specimens 
were  struck,  after  which  the  dies  were  destroyed.* 


1797. 

The  legend  liberty  and  the  date  are  close  to  the  milling. 

Reverse:  Dot  in  centre;  the  left  branch  bears  five,  and  the  right  three 
berries;  the  upper  leaves  in  each  branch  point  directly  at  each  other,  without 
touching. 

Varieties:  Die  cracked  between  1  of  date  and  bust,  and  afterwards  through 
n  of  liberty;  date  close  to  bust,  broad  milling,  etc. 

The  Half  Cents  of  this  date  are  equal  in  rarity  to  those  of  1795. 

Note. — A  specimen  of  this  date,  thick  planehet,  lettered  edge,  was  sold  at  Mickley’s  Sale. 
(No.  2083.) 

*  The  practice  of  copying  rare  issues  of  the  United  States  Mint  ought  to  be  discouraged,  and,  if  possible, 
prevented  by  the  Mint  authorities  and  the  Numismatic  Societies  of  the  country.  The  only  admissible  copies  are 
electrotypes  or  casts — these  have  all  the  advantage  of  deceiving  no  one,  of  being  attainable  by  all,  of  being  exact 
s imilen  of  the  originals,  admirably  adapted  to  the  purpose  of  study  or  illustration,  when,  as  is  frequently  the 
case,  the  originals  on  account  of  exceptional  rarity  are  beyond  the  reach  of  most  collectors  —  while  these  so- 
r, tiled  copies  (why  not  forgeries!)  are  often  weak  and  coarse,  and  at  best  but  weak  imitations  of  the  originals, 
utterly  wanting  in  interest,  a  puzzle  to  inexperienced  collectors,  and  in  no  case  creditable  to  their  originators. 


tb  &&&*& 

^  THE  DR.  EDWARDS'  Q&Pt  OF.1796  HALF  CENT 
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Why  Do  the  Weights  Vary  So  Widely? 


This /article  will  present  some  data  nnt  previously  recorded  on  specimens 
of  the{J43r.  Edwards '  ■tppy^of  the  1796  Half  CentXlL^In  particular,  it  will  describe 
the  wide  variation  in  weight  among  the  -^pe^-iiuens'  known  to  me,  and  pose 
questions  as  to  why  such  a  wide  variation  should  exist. 

This  will  build  on  the  chapter  [sub-chapter?]  (pp.  166-7)  in  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Half  Cents. (1)  Breen's  discussion,  -like — oo  much — 

It  also  contains  — only  listing  s-een  of  individual 

appearances . 


iu  his  bo'ffk,  is  the  most  comprehensive  existing  discussion  of  the  Edwards '  VyfezJL  f 

cimena  and  auction 


I  have  also  had  the  benefit  of  access  to  the  splendid  numismatic  library 


of  the  Eric  P.  Newman  ,  and  Mr.  Newman's  assistance  in  identifying  and 

~  @  ^  i 

locating  relevant  materials  in  thr  library. 

Finally,  observations  tusxg  are  based  on  direct  personal  study  of  five 

i- 

™finB  whose  current  locations  are  known,  plus  an  electrotype  of  a  sixth 
■  - 


Let  us  first  review  some  of  the  key  facts  previously  known:  "Dr.  Francis  S. 

Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer, 

was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed 

the  appearance  of  several  ttnntCrf o4 1  ^icoey  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals, 

which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  (2) 

"Dr.  Edwards. . .died  in  1865"  (3)  _ 

9^ - '  — r 

Edward  Cogan,  in  cataloging  the  James  E.  Root  sale,  said:  "Lot  391  1796  

4  A 

A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece,  from  the  Edwards  dies.  I  believe  about  twelve 
circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the  late 


were 


Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (4)  This  latter  statement,  being  in 

the  fvirst  person,  is  particularly  significant,  although  the  substance  of  it 
y  Uv  [  §  —  — 

had  appeared  -twelve  -yearn-  earlier .  (5) 

U&v^~tGT~~  some  supplementary — f-ae-ts-; — firrat  as  to  known  opccirnena-r  Breen  (1) 
lists  ten  fepacijuetLS  which  have  appeared  since  1945.  He  describes  this  list: 
"The  following  are  all  of  the  modern  records  of  sale  or  offerings  of  the  Edwards 
copies  known  to  me.  How  many  different  specimens  are  involved  cannot  be  ascer¬ 
tained;  the  coins  were  generally  not  illustrated,  and  those  I  have  seen  look 
so  nearly  alike  that  they  probably  cannot  be  distinguished  short  of  direct 
physical  comparison." 

As  mentioned  above,  I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  direct  physical  comparison 
of  five  y^ppfrrniyjtfls  and  others  have  appeared  since  the  publication  of  Breen's 


book. 


I  have  assigned  the  numbers  B101  to  B110  to  Breen's  list.  In  the  cases 
of  B102  and  B105,  two  appearances  of  each  specimen  are  listed.  These  may  be 
referred  to  as  B102A  and  B102B,  etc.  (b  t^~et  0) 

The  numbering  sequence  starts  at  101  to  allow  smaller  numbers  to  be  assigned 


to  pre-1945  appearances.  In  fact,  as  indicated  above,  Breen  mentions  two  of 
these.  Bl,  "the  first  record  of  sale,"  was  in  a  Woodward  sale  April  24,  1866.  ^ 


(5)  B2  was  the  Root  specimen  previously  mentioned.  (4)  ^  B  fO  2- 


Four  additional  appearances,  not  necessarily  of  specimens  distinct  from 
B101  to  B110,  are  known  to  me.  They  are: 

Bill  uncirculated,  with  some  red.  In  possession  of  a  Pennsylvania  dealer 
in  the  summer  of  1982. 

B112  extremely  fine,  in  possession  of  a  Massachusetts  dealer  in  the  summer 
of  1984. 

B113  uncirculated.  Stack's  June  1985  sale,  Lot  No.  586. 
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B114  VF  Heritage's  1985  ANA  sale,  Lot.  No.  3606,  where  it  was  buried  among 
large  lots  and  .incredibly  grouped  with  low-grade  half  cents  as  a  single  lot. 

Some  additional  facts  have  emerged  from  direct  observation  of  specimens  I 
have  seen  (B105,  B109,  Bill,  B112,  B113,  B114)  and  pictures  and  descriptions 

in  catalogs.  The  six  is  examined  are  all  different.  B105A  and  B105B 

are  indeed,  as  Breen  believed,  the  same  specimen.  B107  is  also  the  same  •^crTmrn 
as  B105.  B109  is  not  a  "genuine"  grQ/,i’mfn  (whatever  the  word  may  mean  with 

respect  to  a  copy.)  It  was  withdrawn  from  the  sale  because  it  is  an  electro¬ 
type.  This  gives  it  a  rather  special  place  in  the  annals  of  deception,  a  copy 


show  any  trace  of^ under type.  The  surfaces  are 


of  a  fake! 

fiLAjisCJL'Q  <**- 

None  of  the 

Ay  j^yy^c 

uniformly  &4ean .  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  deduce  that  they  were  probably 
struck  on  olea-a  planchets.  In  fact,  Breen  comments,  "...struck  on  good  quality, 
roller  copper  planchets..."  -/jl. 

However,  the  most  startling  fact  to  emerge  from  direct  observation  of  these 
imen-tc  (not  including  the  electro,  B109)  is  the  tremendous  variation 
'‘weights.  These  are: 

Diameters 


B105 

Bill 

B112 

B113 

B114 


59.4  grains 

91.8  grains 

72.2  grains 

73.8  grains 

63.3  grains 


Why  such  a  great  weight  variation  among  the  few  known  ^spe^imenc?  -Wi  Llr~ 
f ew  known  — hava — been — made ,  Wnild  not  one  expect  them  to  have  been  made 

at  the  same  time  and  on  planchets  from  a  single  source,  and  of  approximately 
equal  weight^  and  sizejl 
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Having  posed  this  intriguing  question,  we  have  reached  the  limits  of  the 
demanding  world  of  fact.  We  can  only  proceed  farther  by  entering  the  uncertain, 


but  pleasurable,  world  of  speculation. 

At  once,  a  previously  unimportant  semantic  difference  becomes  more 
significant.  Some  references  to  the  known  quantity  of  Dr.  Edwards'  fcopi-ee  say, 
"Only  twelve  struck"  (B103, . ..  )  Other,  more  precise,  descriptions  say, 

"Of  those  struck,  all  destroyed  except  twelve..."  or  words  to  that  effect. 


In  fact,  Breen  utilizes  both  descrip^  fen-s .  When  listing  the  quantity  known, 
he  states:  "Rarity  7.  Reportedly  twelve  struck."  And  in  the  next  paragraph 
he  gives  the  fuller  description  relating  to  the  destruction  of  the  dies,  "... 
together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with  the  exception  of  twelve..." 

Of  course,  as  to  the  usual  purposes  for  wanting  to  know  the  quantity  extant, 
the  two  statements  have  little,  if  any,  significant  difference.  For  determining 
current  rarity,  or  the  original  distribution,  they  are  essentially  the  same. 

However,  when  the  question  deals  with  variations  among  the  few  existing 
specimens,  one  can  consider  the  differences  significant.  For  instance,  if  only 
twelve  had  been  struck,  or  some  number  slightly  larger,  one  might  strongly  expect 
the  planchets  to  be  quite  similar. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  many  as  a  thousand  had  been  struck  originally, 
and  all  but  twelve  subsequently  destroyed,  one  might  have  less  reason  to  be 
surprised  at  finding  considerable  variation  among  planchets. 

Do  we  have  any  clues  as  to  the  number  originally  struck?  Maybe  we  do. 
But  they  are  severely  limited.  Cogan's  statement  is  that  he  believes  only  twelve 
were  circulated,  "...and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (Underlining  is  mine) 

Let  us  speculate  on  this  perhaps  casual  choice  of  words.  If  there  had 
been  several  hundred  specimens  remaining,  might  not  Cogan  have  been  likely  to 
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say  more  than  "all"?  In  his  place,  wouldn't  you  have  been  likely  to  say  something 
like,  "I  destroyed  the  large  hoard  that..."? 

Conversely,  if  as  few  as  three  to  five  remained,  wouldn't  you  be  more  likely 
to  give  the  actual  number,  rather  than  describing  the  small  quantity  as  "all"? 

With  total  subjectivity,  to  my  ear  Cogan's  choice  of  words  is  most  consistent 
with  his  having  found  and  destroyed  laX — lcas-t  six  to  anH  at  fifty  — • 

-sn —  In  any  case,  even  a  somewhat  larger  upper  limit  would  not  lead  one  to  expect 
so  many  weights  of  substantial  difference. 

The  design  of  the  Jftopy-  reflects  a  careful  attempt  to  reproduce  the  details 
of  the  original  coin.  The  hair  strands,  pole,  cap,  and  date  of  the  obverse 
closely  imitate  the  details  of  the  genuine  coin.  So  do  the  fraction,  bow,  leaves 
and  berries  of  the  reverse.  As  an  experienced  numismatist,  why  did  Dr.  Edwards A 

pay  so  little  attention  to  approximating  the  weight  of  the  originals?  Short 
weight  was  a  phenomenon  long  well  known,  not  merely  to  numismatists,  but  as 
to  gold  and  silver  coins,  at  least,  to  shopkeepers,  and  to  many  of  the  general 
public . 

Of  course,  there  was  a  rather  considerable  war  underway  in  the  1863-65 
period  in  which  Edwards'  name  appears  frequently  as  a  buyer  of  genuine  rare 
Early  American  coins.  (1)  Perhaps  he  had  to  make  do  with  ^scraps  of^copper 
■^a-cxomiged  from  rn-r*  rnmfinl  mntrrinl. 


We  have  reached  the  end  of  the  line,  at  least  for  now.  I  have  told  you 
everything  I  know.  In  fact,  I  have  told  you  more  than  I  know  (a  phenomenon 
not  without  precedent  in  literature,  numismatic,  as  well  as  general). 

Where  to  from  here?  I  would  welcome  hearing  from  anyone  on  the  following: 

-d hu 

1.  Records  of  other  appearances  of  Edwards'  juapiete ,  particularly  those 

prior  to  1945.  Specially  prized  would  be  any  with  photographs  or 
descriptions  of  spots  or  marks  sufficient  to  help  identify  particular 
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2.  Location,  weight,  description,  pedigree  of  any  other 


which 


can  currently  be  located. 

3.  Additional  facts  or  hypotheses  to 
been  found  in  weight. 

Write  to  R.  Tettenhorst,  P.  0.  Box  14020, 


fU 

explain  the  diff^ences 


St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 


which  have 


1865. 


March  24  | 


Jan.  10  |  Edward  M.  Thomas  |  James  C.  McGuire  |  Washington.  | 
|  |  2  |  43  |  792  |  $ 


April  18  |  Mr.  Fowler 


In  this  sale  were  383  lots  of  coins,  the  remainder  books,  autographs,  etc. 

March  6  j  |  Gilbert  &  Sampson  |  Chicago.  | 

|  p.  |  1  1  14  |  460  |  $116.22 

This  sale  comprised  ooins  and  continental  money.  Many  of  the  lots  were 
passed  and  not  sold. 

The  books  and  papers  of  the  auctioneers,  Messrs.  Gilbert  <t  Sampson,  were 
destroyed  by  the  great  fire  of  October  9,  1871.  The  firm  has  since  been  dissolved. 

March  13  |  James  R.  Chilton  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  |  5  |  202  |  3139  |  $4150.06 

|  Addenda  f  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  j  1  |  18  |  519  |  $297.65 

j  i'rancis  S.  Edward^  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  Addenda  |  p.  &  n.  |  1  |  2  |  51  |  $89.90 

The  first  addenda  belonged  to  a  number  of  parties;  the  second,  as  stated,  to 
Dr.  Francis  S.  Edwards,  which  contained  some  rare  and  fine  pieces.  In  this 
addenda  the  lots  are  distinguished  by  the  letters  of  the  alphabet,  first  in  capitals, 
then  in  small  letters,  the  last  lot  is  described  as  “A  LOT  OF  SUNDRY  PIECES 
ALL  FINE.  ”  It  consisted  of  40  pieces. 


This  sheet  catalogue  offered 
“  126a  valuable  Collection  of  A 
Copper  Coins.”  This  valuable 

April27  |  Joseph N.T.Le 


The  sale-  it  was  thought  adv 
state  of  the  entire  people,  cons* 
by  Junius  B.  Booth,  who  had  < 
wounded. 

This  catalogue  was  printed  < 
part  in  which  was  the  catalog 
separately;  also,  12  copies  of 
consequence  of  the  state  of  affai 
preceeding  date,  the  greater  po 
replaced  with  a  new  one,  beari: 

May  29  J  Joseph  N.  T.  L 


An  explanatory  note  from  Mi 
between  this  and  the  heretofor 
jrgvtpuijty  'called-  to  the  fact 


with  printed  prices  immediate! 


June  29  |  Edward  Cogan 


Dr.  Chilton  was  the  well-known  chemist,  whose  fame  as  such  is  too  far-spread 
to  render  it  possible  to  be  added  to  at  this  period.  As  an  antiquarian,  his  collec¬ 
tions  of  books,  coins,  casts,  etc.,  bespeak  his  industry,  thought,  and  care. 


t  • 

J  M 

J 


March  20  |  W.  E.  Woodward  |  Cooley  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  |  6  j  220  |  3834  |  12,524.66 

15  copies  on  large  paper  were  also  issued. 

This  collection  was  made  up  of  selections  from  the  cabinet  of 
Messrs.  Bache, 

Bertsch, 

Colin  Lightbody, 

Wm.  A.  Lilliendahl, 

Loring  Watson. 

Chosen  from  so  many  fine  cabinets,  this  collection  offered  a  great  variety  of 
coins,  ancient,  mediaeval  and  modern,  coin-catalogues,  paper-money,  etc.  Mr. 
Woodward’s  sixth  sale,  so  termed. 


|  George  B.  Mas< 

A  few  copies  of  the  catalogu 
sold  from  manuscript  20  cop 
prices  and  names. 

June  29  |  SethH.  Chadb« 

Mr.  Seth  H.  Chadboume  wa 
Boston,  where  he  still  reside* 
engaged  in  that  capacity  witt 
city.  A  numismatist  from  int 
formation,  in  a  modest  way,  oi 
the  American  series. 


r  j  7 — 7i ~r/ 

>  $  40  ' 

1865. 

Jan.  10  |  Edward  M.  Thomas  |  James  C.  McGuire  |  Washington.  | 

|  |  2  |  43  |  792  |  $ 

In  this  sale  were  383  lots  of  coins,  the  remainder  books,  autographs,  etc. 

March  6  j  j  Gilbert  &  Sampson  |  Chicago.  | 

|  p.  j  1  |  14  |  460  |  $116.22 

This  sale  comprised  coins  and  continental  money.  Many  of  the  lots  were 
passed  and  not  sold. 

The  books  and  papers  of  the  auctioneers,  Messrs.  Gilbert  &  Sampson,  were 
destroyed  by  the  great  fire  of  October  9,  1871.  The  firm  has  since  been  dissolved. 

March  13  |  James  R.  Chilton  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  |  5  |  202  |  3139  |  $4150.06 

|  Addenda  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  |  1  |  18  |  519  |  $297.65 

j  Francis  S.  Edwards  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  Addenda  |  p.  &  n.  |  1  |  2  |  51  |  $89.90 

The  first  addenda  belonged  to  a  number  of  parties;  the  second,  as  stated,  to 
Dr.  Francis  S.  Edwards,  which  contained  some  rare  and  fine  pieces.  In  this 
addenda  the  lots  are  distinguished  by  the  letters  of  the  alphabet,  first  in  capitals, 
then  in  small  letters,  the  last  lot  is  described  as  “A  LOT  OF  STJNDBY  PIECES 
ALL  FINE.  ”  It  consisted  of  40  pieces. 

Dr.  Chilton  was  the  well-known  chemist,  whose  fame  as  such  is  too  far-Spread 
to  render  it  possible  to  be  added  to  at  this  period.  As  an  antiquarian,  his  collec¬ 
tions  of  books,  coins,  casts,  etc.,  bespeak  his  industry,  thought,  and  care. 


•  *'  i . ,  -J  t*.  4 


March  20  |  W.  E.  Woodward  |  Cooley  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &n.  |  6  j  220  |  3834  |  12,524.66 

15  copies  on  large  paper  were  also  issued. 

This  collection  was  made  up  of  selections  from  the  cabinet  of 
Messrs.  Bache, 

Bertsch, 

Colin  Lightbody, 

Wm.  A.  Lilliendahl, 

Loring  Watson. 

Chosen  from  so  many  fine  cabinets,  this  collection  offered  a  great  variety  of 
coins,  ancient,  mediaeval  and  modern,  coin-catalogues,  paper-money,  etc.  Mr. 
Woodward’s  sixth  sale,  so  termed. 


1865] 
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Although  he  has  at  times  disposed  of  portions  of  his  collection,  he  still  holds 
on  to  quite  an  extensive  cabinet  of  his  favorite  “Politicals”  and  “Tradesmen’s 
Tokens.”  He  has  long  been  one  of  the  most  active  members  of  the  N.  E.  Numis¬ 
matic  and  Archaeological  Society. 

This  catalogue  has  an  illustration  of  a  Massachusetts  shilling  on  the  first  page. 
The  sale  did  not  take  place,  the  collection  was  withdrawn  and  sold  in  Boston. 


.July  12  |  S.  H.  Chadbourne  |  D.  F.  McGilvray  &  Co.  |  Boston.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  1  1  |  9  |  803  |  $00.81 

This  is  the  same  collection  and  catalogue  as  the  preceeding.  The  name  of  the 
auctioneers,  date  of  sale,  etc.,  being  printed  on  a  slip  and  pasted  over  the  name 
of  Mr.  Sheldon,  etc. 

Oct.  16  |  Francis  S.  Edwards  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  i  5  |  101  |  2907  |  $4677.83 

Oct.  20 1 M.  L.  Babcock  and  others  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.Y.  | 

|  Addenda  |  p.  &  n.  |  1  |  1  |  24  |  $32.09 

Dr.  Francis  S.  Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection 
under  the  hammer,  was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To 
him  was  attributed  the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American 
coins  and  medals,  which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected. 

The  coins  in  the  addenda  belonged  principally  to  Mr.  Babcock  and  the  estate 
of  Dr.  Chilton. 


Oct.  24  |  J.  E.  Dawley  |  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &n.  |  2  |  52  |  1169  |  $553.59 

Oct.  26  |  Dr.  John  J.  Abrahams  |  Samuel  Hatch  |  Boston.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  |  1  |  1  |  173  |  $164.96 

The  books  and  papers  of  Mr.  Hatch  were  all  destroyed  in  the  great  fire  in  1872. 

Nov.  13  |  Benj.  Haines  &  J.  H.  Griscom  |  Cooley  &  Co.  |N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  |  3  |  51  |  1444  |  $515.81 

This  sale  consisted  largely  of  autographs  and  continental  money. 

fjn.-"'!  Dec.  19  |  W.  E.  Woodward  |  Geo.  A.  Leavitt  |  N.  Y.  | 

|  p.  &  n.  |  5  |  109  |  2078  |  $4251.06 

i/  *L 

Oct.  22  |  A.  S.  Robinson  |  Geo.  A.  Leavitt  f  N.  Y.  | 

|  Addenda  |  p.  &  n.  |  1  |  4  |  100  |  $64.17 

Fifteen  copies  of  this  catalogue  were  issued  on  large  paper. 

The  collection  was  formed,  as  stated  in  the  title  page  of  the  catalogue  “from 
the  cabinets  of  Messrs.  Bache,  Bertsch,  Colburn,  Emery,  Finotti,  nsley,  Levick, 
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Dear  Walter: 


In  Dallas  I  mentioned  to  you  that  I  was  working  on 
an  article  for  Penny  Wise  regarding  the  Dr.  Edwards' 
copy,  and  that  I  would  send  you  a  draft  for  your 
comments.  The  draft  is  attached  minus  some  details 
of  diameters  (which  I  have  not  yet  measured) 
and  footnotes. 

Are  there  any  of  the  references  to  the  chapter 
in  your  book  which  you  would  prefer  to  have 
expressed  differently?  Are  there  any  other 
corrections,  suggestions,  or  comments  that 
you  would  like  to  convey? 

I  am  still  working  on  the  list  of  additional 
or  changed  information  with  regard  to  your 
book  that  we  discussed,  also.  The  delay 
is  not  in  any  sense  due  to  a  large  number 
of  corrections.  It  is  just  that  I  want 
to  go  over  the  whole  book  carefully  and 
that  takes  time. 

My  friend,  Mr.  Tettenhorst,  sends  his  regards, 
as  does  Eric. 


606  N.  Minnesota  Ave. 
Hastings,  NE  68901 
June  11,  1988 


Dear  Tett, 

Your  final  copy  of  the  Edwards  half  cent  article  duly  received.  I 
appreciate  your  promptness  in  getting  it  back  to  me;  the  added  sentences 
constitute  a  most  thoughtful  addition  to  the  discussion. 

I  plan  to  publish  it  as  the  lead  article  in  the  July  Penny-Wise. 

Have  an  enjoyable  summer! 


Sincerely, 


Harry  Salyards 
Editor,  P-W. 


R.  TETTEN  HORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


June  23,  1988 


Mr.  Harry  Salyards 
606  N.  Minnesota 
Hastings,  NE  68901 


Dear  Harry: 

I  just  realized  that  the  abbreviation  "psi"  is  commonly  used  for  "pounds  per 
square  inch"  with  respect  to  atmospheric  and  fluid  pressures,  etc.  It  might 
be  better  in  my  Dr.  Edwards  article  to  use  the  term  "per  si"  in  place  of  "psi" 
to  avoid  any  possible  confusion  in  the  minds  of  our  engineering-oriented  readers. 
This  only  occurs  in  one  paragraph  of  the  article. 

If  it  is  either  too  late  or  too  much  of  a  nuisance  to  made  this  minute  change, 
please  disregard  it.  Thanks  very  much. 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


Enclosure 
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Copy  for  Frank  Wilkinson 
Follow-Up  Week  of  Nov.  14 


Dave  Bowers  confirmed  a  report  given  to  me  by  Frank  Wilkinson. 
Sometime  in  the  late  1950s  or  early  1960s  he  received  a  1796 
half  cent  in  AU  condition  which  had  been  advertised  by  a 
Dayton,  Ohio  dealer  named  A,  J.  Fink.  It  turned  out  to  be 
a  Dr.  Edwards  copy,  so  Bowers  returned  it  indignantly. 

Sometime  later  he  came  into  possession  of  another  Dr.  Edwards 
copy  which  he  cut  up  into  pieces. 

These  two  episodes  were  described  in  an  article,  but  Mr.  Bowers 
does  not  remember  when  it  appeared  or  where.  His  hunch  is 
that  it  was  in  COIN  WORLD,  but  not  in  the  last  6  or  7  years. 

COIN  WORLD  has  a  file  of  his  articles  but  he  does  not  know  how 
well  they  are  indexed,  etc.  The  A.  J.  Fink  advertisement  nay  be 
in  the  possession  of  Remy  Bourne.  However,  I  have  asked  EFN  if 
he  has  a  copy  in  the  library. 

Mr.  Bowers  sometimes  goes  down  to  Connecticut  State  Library  to 
look  at  their  coins.  He  said  if  we  cannot  get  the  weight  of 
their  Dr.  Edwards  specimen  from  David  Corrigan  from  the  Connecticut 
State  Library,  he  will  weigh  it  and  let  me  know  sometime  when  he 
goes  down  there. 


THE  DR.  EDWARDS  COPY  OF  THE  1796  HALF  CENT 


Why  Do  the  Weights  and  Diameters  Vary  So  Widely? 

R.  Tettenhorst 

This  article  will  present  some  data  not  previously  recorded  on  specimens 
of  the  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  of  the  1796  Half  Cent.  In  particular,  it  will  describe 
the  wide  variation  in  weight  and  width  among  the  pieces  known  to  me,  and  pose 
questions  as  to  why  such  a  wide  variation  should  exist. 

I  will  build  on  the  information  presented  on  pp.  166-7  of  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Half  Cents.  Breen's  is  the  most  comprehensive 
existing  discussion  of  the  Edwards  forgery.  It  also  contains  a  listing  of 
individual  examples  and  auction  appearances.  I  have  also  had  the  benefit  of 
access  to  the  splendid  numismatic  library  of  the  Eric  P.  Newman  Numismatic  Education 
Society,  and  Mr.  Newman's  assistance  in  identifying  and  locating  relevant  materials 
there.  Finally,  my  observations  are  based  on  direct  personal  study  of  five 
examples  whose  current  locations  are  known,  plus  an  electrotype. 

Let  us  first  review  some  of  the  key  facts  previously  known:  "Dr.  Francis  S. 
Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer, 
was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed 
the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals, 
which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  (E.  J.  Attinelli: 

A  Bibliography  of  American  Numismatic  Auction  Catalogues,  1876)  Dr .  Edwards 
died  in  1865. 

Edward  Cogan,  in  cataloguing  the  James  E.  Root  sale  held  on  December  16-18, 
1878,  said:  "Lot  391,  1796,  A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece,  from  the  Edwards 
dies.  I  believe  about  twelve  were  circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were 
in  the  possession  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  This 


latter  statement,  being  in  the  first  person,  is  particularly  significant,  although 
the  substance  of  it  had  previously  appeared  in  Woodward's  catalog  of  the  Hoffman 
sale,  April  24-27,  1866.  Cogan's  statement  that  the  remaining  pieces  were  destroyed 
is  corroborated  by  the  fact  that  neither  of  the  two  sales  which  contained  Dr. 

Edwards'  collection  had  a  1796-dated  half  cent  of  any  variety.  These  were  the 
Bangs,  Merwin  sales  of  March  13,  1865,  and  October  16,  1865. 

As  to  known  examples,  Breen  lists  ten  pieces  which  have  appeared  since 
1945.  (There  have  been  other  appearances  of  Edwards  copies  since  his  publication.) 

He  describes  this  list:  "The  following  are  all  of  the  modern  records  of  sale 
or  offerings  of  the  Edwards  copies  known  to  me.  How  many  different  specimens 
are  involved  cannot  be  ascertained;  the  coins  were  generally  not  illustrated, 
and  those  I  have  seen  look  so  nearly  alike  that  they  probably  cannot  be  distinguished 
short  of  direct  physical  comparison."  As  mentioned  above,  I  have  had  the  opportunity 
of  such  direct  physical  comparison  of  five  pieces. 

I  have  assigned  the  numbers  B101  to  B110  to  Breen's  list.  In  the  cases 
of  B102  and  B105,  two  appearances  of  each  specimen  are  listed.  These  may  be 
referred  to  as  B102A  and  B102B,  etc.  The  numbering  sequence  starts  at  101  to 
allow  smaller  numbers  to  be  assigned  to  pre-1945  appearances.  In  fact,  as  indicated 
above,  Breen  mentions  two  of  these.  Bl,  "the  first  record  of  sale,"  was  in 
the  Hoffman  sale  mentioned  above.  B2  was  the  Root  specimen.  There  was  an  example, 
which  I  will  call  B3,  in  the  Bushnell  Sale  of  June  20-24,  1882,  cataloged  by 
the  Chapmans.  It  was  lot  2768,  uncirculated,  and  sold  for  $8.75. 

Four  additional  recent  appearances,  not  necessarily  of  specimens  distinct 
from  B101  to  B110,  are  known  to  me.  They  are: 
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Bill:  uncirculated,  with  some  red.  In  the  possession  of  a  Pennsylvania 

dealer  in  the  summer  of  1982. 

B112:  extremely  fine,  in  the  possession  of  a  Massachusetts  dealer  in  the 

summer  of  1984. 

B113:  uncirculated,  Stack's  June  1985  sale,  Lot  No.  586. 

B114:  VF,  Heritage's  1985  ANA  sale,  Lot  No.  3606,  where  it  was  grouped 

with  low-grade  half  cents  as  a  single  large  lot. 

Some  additional  facts  have  emerged  from  direct  observation  of  specimens 
I  have  seen  (B105,  B109,  Bill,  B112,  B113,  B114)  and  pictures  and  descriptions 
in  catalogs.  The  six  pieces  examined  are  all  different.  B105A  and  B105B  are 
indeed,  as  Breen  believed,  the  same  specimen.  B107  is  also  the  same  piece  as 
B105.  B109  is  not  a  "genuine"  example  (whatever  the  word  may  mean  with  respect 

to  a  forgery.)  It  was  withdrawn  from  the  sale  because  it  is  an  electrotype. 

This  gives  it  a  rather  special  place  in  the  annals  of  deception,  a  copy  of  a 
fake ! 

None  of  the  pieces  show  any  trace  of  an  undertype.  The  surfaces  are  uniformly 
smooth.  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  deduce  that  they  were  probably  struck 
on  smooth  planchets.  In  fact,  Breen  comments,  "...struck  on  good  quality,  rolled 
copper  planchets.  .." 

I  have  been  able  to  find  only  two  references  to  the  weight  of  the  Dr. 

Edwards  copies,  and  both  contain  errors.  Don  Taxay's  excellent  book,  Counterfeit , 
Mis-struck,  and  Unofficial  U.  S.  Coins  says,  "Actually,  the  Edwards  copy  is 
comparatively  crude,  and  can  be  easily  identified  both  by  its  light  weight  and 
general  appearance."  This  comment  on  weight  is  clearly  incorrect  as  a  generality, 
as  will  be  seen  below.  However,  the  coin  illustrated  in  Taxay's  book  does  not 
appear  to  be  one  of  those  I  have  seen.  His  comment  would  indicate  that  at  least 
one  additional  light-weight  specimen  exists. 

The  only  other  reference  to  weight  I  could  find  was  in  an  article  by  Richard 
D.  Kenney  in  The  Coin  Collector's  Journal,  Jan. -Feb.  1952.  He  lists  the  weight 
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as  "4.85  grams  [This  equals  74.7  grains];  genuine  5.05  grams."  However,  the 
standard  for  the  genuine  1796  half  cents  was  5.45  grams  [83.9  grains].  I  have 
no  explanation  for  Kenney's  error  with  respect  to  the  weight  of  the  genuine 
coin,  and  quote  it  only  because  it  caused  me  to  question  also  the  accuracy  of 
his  weight  for  the  Edwards  specimen.  Breen  quotes  Kenney's  weight  for  the  Edwards 
piece,  and  gives  the  correct  weight  for  the  genuine  one.  I  was  unable  to  locate 
a  single  reference  to  the  diameter  of  any  coin. 

The  most  startling  fact  to  emerge  from  direct  observation  of  the  five  pieces 
I  have  examined  (not  including  the  electro,  B109)  is  the  tremendous  variation 
in  their  weights,  and  the  noticeable  variation  in  their  diameters  and  thicknesses. 
These  are: 


Weight 

Diameter 

"Thickness" 

B105 

59.4 

grains 

.915  inches 

90.1 

grains 

psi 

Bill 

91.8 

grains 

.977  inches 

122.4 

grains 

psi 

B112 

72.2 

grains 

.933  inches 

105.6 

grains 

psi 

B113 

73.8 

grains 

.953  inches 

103.5 

grains 

psi 

B114 

64.7 

grains 

.924  inches 

96.4 

grains 

psi 

In  this  table  I  have  used  the  ratio  of  weight  per  square  inch  of  surface 
area  as  a  measure  of  relative  thickness.  Only  B112  and  B113  are  close  in  weight 
and  thickness.  No  two  of  the  diameters  are  quite  close.  The  variation  between 
Bill,  the  largest,  and  B105,  the  smallest,  is  extreme.  Bill  exceeds  B105  by 
6.6%  in  diameter,  35.8%  in  thickness,  and  54.5%  in  weight! 

To  compare  the  absolute  differences  with  familiar  coins,  consider  the  following 
small  table: 

Pairs  of  Coins  Difference  Difference 

in  Diameter 

.045  in. 


(Pre-1982)  cent  and  dime 


in  Weight 

12.9  gr. 


Nickel  and  cent 


.085  in. 


29.1  gr. 
32.4  gr. 


Bill  and  B105  .061  in. 

Why  such  a  great  weight  variation  among  the  few  known  pieces?  Would  not 
one  expect  them  to  have  been  made  at  the  same  time  and  on  planchets  from  a  single 
source,  and  of  approximately  equal  weight  and  size?  Having  posed  this  intriguing 
question,  we  have  reached  the  limits  of  the  demanding  world  of  fact.  We  can 
only  proceed  farther  by  entering  the  uncertain,  but  pleasurable,  world  of  speculation. 

At  once,  a  previously  unimportant  semantic  difference  becomes  more  significant. 
Some  references  to  the  known  quantity  of  Dr.  Edwards'  copies  say,  "Only  twelve 
struck."  Other,  more  precise,  descriptions  say,  "Of  those  struck,  all  destroyed 
except  twelve..."  or  words  to  that  effect.  In  fact,  Breen  utilizes  both  comments. 
When  listing  the  quantity  known,  he  states:  "Rarity  7.  Reportedly  twelve  struck." 
And  in  the  next  paragraph  he  gives  Cogan's  fuller  description  relating  to  the 
destruction  of  the  dies,  "...  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them, 
with  the  exception  of  twelve..." 

Of  course,  as  to  the  usual  purposes  for  wanting  to  know  the  quantity  extant, 
the  two  statements  have  little  significant  difference.  For  determining  current 
rarity,  or  the  original  distribution,  they  are  essentially  the  same.  However, 
when  the  question  deals  with  variations  among  the  few  existing  specimens,  one 
can  consider  the  differences  of  wording  significant.  For  instance,  if  only 
twelve  had  been  struck,  or  some  number  slightly  larger,  one  might  strongly  expect 
the  planchets  to  be  quite  similar.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  many  as  a  thousand 
had  been  struck  originally,  and  all  but  twelve  subsequently  destroyed,  one  might 
have  less  reason  to  be  surprised  at  finding  considerable  variation  among  planchets. 
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Do  we  have  any  clues  as  to  the  number  originally  struck?  Maybe  we  do. 

But  they  are  severely  limited.  Cogan's  statement  is  that  he  believes  only  twelve 
were  circulated,  "...and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (Underlining  is  mine) 

Let  us  speculate  on  this  perhaps  casual  choice  of  words.  If  there  had 
been  several  hundred  specimens  remaining,  might  not  Cogan  have  been  likely  to 
say  more  than  "all"?  In  his  place,  wouldn't  you  have  been  likely  to  say  something 
like,  "I  destroyed  the  large  hoard  that..."? 

Conversely,  if  as  few  as  three  to  five  remained,  wouldn't  you  be  more  likely 
to  give  the  actual  number,  rather  than  describing  the  small  quantity  as  "all"? 

With  total  subjectivity,  to  my  ear  Cogan's  choice  of  words  is  most  consistent 
with  his  having  found  and  destroyed  perhaps  six  to  twenty.  In  any  case,  even 
a  somewhat  larger  upper  limit  would  not  lead  one  to  expect  so  many  weights  of 
substantial  difference. 

The  design  of  the  copy  reflects  a  careful  attempt  to  reproduce  the  details 
of  the  original  coin.  The  hair  strands,  pole,  cap,  and  date  of  the  obverse 
clearly  imitate  the  details  of  the  genuine  coin.  So  do  the  fraction,  bow,  leaves 
and  berries  of  the  reverse.  As  an  experienced  numismatist,  why  did  Dr.  Edwards 
pay  so  little  attention  to  approximating  the  weight  of  the  originals?  Short 

weight  was  a  phenomenon  long  well  known,  not  merely  to  numismatists,  but,  at 

least  with  gold  and  silver  coins,  to  shopkeepers  and  to  many  of  the  general 
public.  Of  course,  there  was  a  rather  considerable  war  underway  during  the 
1863-65  period... so  perhaps  he  had  to  make  do  with  individual  scraps  of  available 
copper. 

We  have  reached  the  end  of  the  line,  at  least  for  now.  I  have  told  you 

everything  I  know.  In  fact,  I  have  told  you  more  than  I  know  (a  phenomenon 

not  without  precedent  in  literature,  numismatic  as  well  as  general!). 
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Where  to  from  here?  I  would  welcome  hearing  from  anyone  on  the  following: 

1.  Records  of  other  appearances  of  the  Edwards  copies,  particularly  those 
prior  to  1945.  Specially  prized  would  be  any  with  photographs  or 
descriptions  of  spots  or  marks  sufficient  to  help  identify  particular 
pieces . 

2.  Location,  weight,  diameter,  description,  and  pedigree  of  any  other 
pieces  which  can  currently  be  located. 

3.  Additional  facts  or  hypotheses  to  explain  the  differences  which  have 
been  found  in  the  planchets. 

Write  to  R.  Tettenhorst,  P.  0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 
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THE  DR.  EDWARDS'  COPY  OF  1796  HALF  CENT 
Why  Do  the  Weights  Vary  So  Widely? 

This  article  will  present  some  data  not  previously  recorded  on  specimens 
of  the  "Dr.  Edwards'  Copy  of  the  1796  Half  Cent."  In  particular,  it  will  describe 
the  wide  variation  in  weight  among  the  specimens  known  to  me,  and  pose  the 
questions  as  to  why  such  a  wide  variation  should  exist. 

This  will  build  on  the  chapter  [sub-chapter?]  (pp.  166-7)  in  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Half  Cents. (1)  Breen's  discussion,  like  so  much 
else  in  his  book,  is  the  most  comprehensive  existing  discussion  of  the  Edwards' 
copy.  It  also  contains  the  only  listing  seen  of  individual  specimens  and  auction 
appearances. 

I  have  also  had  the  benefit  of  access  to  the  splendid  numismatic  library 
of  the  Eric  P.  Newman  Museum,  and  Mr.  Newman's  assistance  in  identifying  and 
locating  relevant  materials  in  the  library. 

Finally,  the  observations  here  are  based  on  direct  personal  study  of  five 
specimens  whose  current  locations  are  known,  plus  an  electrotype  of  a  sixth 
specimen. 

Let  us  first  review  some  of  the  key  facts  previously  known:  "Dr.  Francis  S. 
Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer, 
was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed 
the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals, 
which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  (2) 

"Dr.  Edwards ...  died  in  1865"  (3) 

Edward  Cogan,  in  cataloging  the  James  E.  Root  sale,  said:  "Lot  391  1796 
A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece,  from  the  Edwards  dies.  I  believe  about  twelve 
were  circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the  late 


Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (4)  This  latter  statement,  being  in 
the  first  person,  is  particularly  significant,  although  the  substance  of  it 
had  appeared  twelve  years  earlier.  (5) 

Now  for  some  supplementary  facts,  first  as  to  known  specimens.  Breen  (l) 
lists  ten  specimens  which  have  appeared  since  1945.  He  describes  this  list: 
"The  following  are  all  of  the  modern  records  of  sale  or  offerings  of  the  Edwards 
copies  known  to  me.  How  many  different  specimens  are  involved  cannot  be  ascer¬ 
tained;  the  coins  were  generally  not  illustrated,  and  those  I  have  seen  look 
so  nearly  alike  that  they  probably  cannot  be  distinguished  short  of  direct 
physical  comparison." 

As  mentioned  above,  I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  direct  physical  comparison 
of  five  specimens,  and  others  have  appeared  since  the  publication  of  Breen's 
book. 

I  have  assigned  the  numbers  B101  to  B110  to  Breen's  list.  In  the  cases 
of  B102  and  B105,  two  appearances  of  each  specimen  are  listed.  These  may  be 
referred  to  as  B102A  and  B102B,  etc. 

The  numbering  sequence  starts  at  101  to  allow  smaller  numbers  to  be  assigned 
to  pre-1945  appearances.  In  fact,  as  indicated  above,  Breen  mentions  two  of 
these.  Bl,  "the  first  record  of  sale,"  was  in  a  Woodward  sale  April  24,  1866. 
(5)  B2  was  the  Root  specimen  previously  mentioned.  (4) 

Four  additional  appearances,  not  necessarily  of  specimens  distinct  from 
B101  to  B110,  are  known  to  me.  They  are: 

Bill  uncirculated,  with  some  red.  In  possession  of  a  Pennsylvania  dealer 
in  the  summer  of  1982. 

B112  extremely  fine,  in  possession  of  a  Massachusetts  dealer  in  the  summer 
of  1984. 

BH3  uncirculated,  Stack's  June  1985  sale,  Lot  No.  586. 
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B114  VF  Heritage's  1985  ANA  sale,  Lot-  No.  3606,  where  it  was  buried  among 
large  lots  and  incredibly  grouped  with  low-grade  half  cents  as  a  single  lot. 

Some  additional  facts  have  emerged  from  direct  observation  of  specimens  I 
have  seen  (B105,  B109,  Bill,  B112,  B113,  B114)  and  pictures  and  descriptions 
in  catalogs.  The  six  specimens  examined  are  all  different.  B105A  and  B105B 
are  indeed,  as  Breen  believed,  the  same  specimen.  B107  is  also  the  same  specimen 
as  B105.  B109  is  not  a  "genuine"  specimen  (whatever  the  word  may  mean  with 
respect  to  a  copy.)  It  was  withdrawn  from  the  sale  because  it  is  an  electro¬ 
type.  This  gives  it  a  rather  special  place  in  the  annals  of  deception,  a  copy 
of  a  fake! 

None  of  the  specimens  show  any  trace  of  undertype.  The  surfaces  are 
uniformly  clean.  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  deduce  that  they  were  probably 
struck  on  clean  planchets.  In  fact,  Breen  comments,  "...struck  on  good  quality, 
rolleJ[  copper  planchets..." 

However,  the  most  startling  fact  to  emerge  from  direct  observation  of  these 


five  speciments 

(not  including 

the  electro,  B109) 

is  the  tremendous  variation 

in  the  weights. 

These  are: 

Diameters 

B105 

59.4  grains 

Bill 

91.8  grains 

B112 

72.2  grains 

B113 

73.8  grains 

B114 

63.3  grains 

Why  such  a 

great  weight 

variation  among  the 

few  known  specimens?  With 

so  few  known  to  have  been  made,  would  not  one  expect  them  to  have  been  made 
at  the  same  time  and  on  planchets  from  a  single  source,  and  of  approximately 
equal  weights  and  sizes? 
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Having  posed  this  intriguing  question,  we  have  reached  the  limits  of  the 
demanding  world  of  fact.  We  can  only  proceed  farther  by  entering  the  uncertain, 
but  pleasurable,  world  of  speculation. 

At  once,  a  previously  unimportant  semantic  difference  becomes  more 
significant.  Some  references  to  the  known  quantity  of  Dr.  Edwards'  copies  say, 
"Only  twelve  struck"  (B103,...  )  Other,  more  precise,  descriptions  say, 
"Of  those  struck,  all  destroyed  except  twelve..."  or  words  to  that  effect. 

(  ) 

In  fact,  Breen  utilizes  both  descriptions.  When  listing  the  quantity  known, 
he  states:  "Rarity  7.  Reportedly  twelve  struck."  And  in  the  next  paragraph 
he  gives  the  fuller  description  relating  to  the  destruction  of  the  dies,  "... 
together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with  the  exception  of  twelve..." 

Of  course,  as  to  the  usual  purposes  for  wanting  to  know  the  quantity  extant, 
the  two  statements  have  little,  if  any,  significant  difference.  For  determining 
current  rarity,  or  the  original  distribution,  they  are  essentially  the  same. 

However,  when  the  question  deals  with  variations  among  the  few  existing 
specimens,  one  can  consider  the  differences  significant.  For  instance,  if  only 
twelve  had  been  struck,  or  some  number  slightly  larger,  one  might  strongly  expect 
the  planchets  to  be  quite  similar. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  many  as  a  thousand  had  been  struck  originally, 
and  all  but  twelve  subsequently  destroyed,  one  might  have  less  reason  to  be 
surprised  at  finding  considerable  variation  among  planchets. 

Do  we  have  any  clues  as  to  the  number  originally  struck?  Maybe  we  do. 
But  they  are  severely  limited.  Cogan's  statement  is  that  he  believes  only  twelve 
were  circulated,  "...and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (Underlining  is  mine) 

Let  us  speculate  on  this  perhaps  casual  choice  of  words.  If  there  had 
been  several  hundred  specimens  remaining,  might  not  Cogan  have  been  likely  to 
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say  more  than  "all"?  In  his  place,  wouldn't  you  have  been  likely  to  say  something 
like,  "I  destroyed  the  large  hoard  that..."? 

Conversely,  if  as  few  as  three  to  five  remained,  wouldn't  you  be  more  likely 
to  give  the  actual  number,  rather  than  describing  the  small  quantity  as  "all"? 

With  total  subjectivity,  to  my  ear  Cogan's  choice  of  words  is  most  consistent 
with  his  having  found  and  destroyed  at  least  six  to  ten,  and  at  most  fifty  or 
so.  In  any  case,  even  a  somewhat  larger  upper  limit  would  not  lead  one  to  expect 
so  many  weights  of  substantial  difference. 

The  design  of  the  copy  reflects  a  careful  attempt  to  reproduce  the  details 
of  the  original  coin.  The  hair  strands,  pole,  cap,  and  date  of  the  obverse 
imitate  the  details  of  the  genuine  coin.  So  do  the  fraction,  bow,  leaves 
and  berries  of  the  reverse.  As  an  experienced  numismatist,  why  did  Dr.  Edwards 
pay  so  little  attention  to  approximating  the  weight  of  the  originals?  Short 
weight  was  a  phenomenon  long  well  known,  not  merely  to  numismatists,  but  as 
to  gold  and  silver  coins,  at  least,  to  shopkeepers,  and  to  many  of  the  general 
public . 

Of  course,  there  was  a  rather  considerable  war  underway  in  the  1863-65 
period  in  which  Edwards'  name  appears  frequently  as  a  buyer  of  genuine  rare 
Early  American  coins.  (1)  Perhaps  he  had  to  make  do  with  scraps  of  copper 
scrounged  from  makers  of  more  essential  material. 

We  have  reached  the  end  of  the  line,  at  least  for  now.  I  have  told  you 
everything  I  know.  In  fact,  I  have  told  you  more  than  I  know  (a  phenomenon 
not  without  precedent  in  literature,  numismatic,  as  well  as  general). 

Where  to  from  here?  I  would  welcome  hearing  from  anyone  on  the  following: 

1.  Records  of  other  appearances  of  Dr.  Edwards'  copies,  particularly  those 
prior  to  1945.  Specially  prized  would  be  any  with  photographs  or 
descriptions  of  spots  or  marks  sufficient  to  help  identify  particular 
specimens . 
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2.  Location,  weight,  description,  pedigree  of  any  other  specimens  which 
can  currently  be  located. 

3.  Additional  facts  or  hypotheses  to  explain  the  diffeences  which  have 
been  found  in  weight. 

Write  to  R.  Tettenhorst,  P.  0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 
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INTRODUCTION  BY  THE  EDITOR 
Harry  Salyards 

Tett  Tettenhorst  leads  off  with  a  meticulously-researched  and  thoughtful 
discussion  of  the  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  of  the  1796  half  cent.  Items  of  such  rarity 
are  generally  discussed  one  at  a  time,  when  they  are  discussed  at  all;  but  Tett 
has  had  the  opportunity  to  examine  and  compare  a  number  of  specimens,  which  makes 
his  piece  a  first-rate  contribution  to  the  half  cent  literature.  Read  it,  and  be 
intrigued  I 


THE  DR.  EDWARDS  COPY  OF  THE  1796  HALF  CENT 


Why  Do  the  Weights  and  Diameters  Vary  So  Widely? 
R.  Tettenhorst 


This  article  will  present  some  data  not  previously  recorded  on  specimens  of 
the  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  of  the  1796  Half  Cent.  In  particular,  it  will  describe 
the  wide  variation  in  weight  and  width  among  the  pieces  known  to  me,  and  pose 
questions  as  to  why  such  a  wide  variation  should  exist. 

I  will  build  on  the  information  presented  on  pp.  166-7  of  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Half  Cents.  Breen's  is  the  most  comprehensive 
existing  discussion  of  the  Edwards  forgery.  It  also  contains  a  listing  of 
individual  examples  and  auction  appearances.  I  have  also  had  the  benefit  of 
access  to  the  splendid  numismatic  library  of  the  Eric  P.  Newman  Numismatic  Educa¬ 
tion  Society,  and  Mr.  Newman's  assistance  in  identifying  and  locating  relevant 
materials  there.  Finally,  my  observations  are  based  on  direct  personal  study  of 
five  examples  whose  current  locations  are  known,  plus  an  electrotype. 

Let  us  first  review  some  of  the  key  facts  previously  known:  "Dr.  Francis  S. 
Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer, 
was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed  the 
appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals,  which, 
though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  (E.  J.  Attinelli:  A 
Bibliography  of  American  Numismatic  Auction  Catalogues,  1876)  Dr.  Edwards  died 
in  1865.  “ 

Edward  Cogan,  in  cataloguing  the  James  E.  Root  sale  held  on  December  16-18,  1878, 
said:  "Lot  391,  1796,  A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece,  from  the  Edwards  dies.  I 

believe  about  twelve  were  circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  This  latter  statement, 
being  in  the  first  person,  is  particularly  significant,  although  the  substance  of  it 
had  previously  appeared  in  Woodward's  catalogue  of  the  Hoffman  sale,  April  24-27, 

1866.  Cogan 's  statement  that  the  remaining  pieces  were  destroyed  is  corroborated 
by  the  fact  that  neither  of  the  two  sales  which  contained  Dr.  Edwards'  collection 
had  a  1796-dated  half  cent  of  any  variety.  These  were  the  Bangs,  Merwin  sales  of 
March  13,  1865,  and  October  16,  1865. 

As  to  known  examples,  Breen  lists  ten  pieces  which  have  appeared  since  1945. 
(There  have  been  other  appearances  of  Edwards  copies  since  his  publication.)  He 
describes  this  list:  "The  following  are  all  of  the  modern  records  of  sale  or  of¬ 
ferings  of  the  Edwards  copies  known  to  me.  How  many  different  specimens  are  involved 
cannot  be  ascertained;  the  coins  were  generally  not  illustrated,  and  those  I  have 
seen  look  so  nearly  alike  that  they  probably  cannot  be  distinguished  short  of  direct 
physical  comparison."  As  mentioned  above,  I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  such  direct 
physical  comparison  of  five  pieces. 

I  have  assigned  the  numbers  B101  to  B110  to  Breen's  list.  In  the  cases  of  B102 
and  B105,  two  appearances  of  each  specimen  are  listed.  These  may  be  referred  to  as 
B102A  and  B102B,  etc.  The  numbering  sequence  starts  at  101  to  allow  smaller  numbers 
to  be  assigned  to  pre-1945  appearances.  In  fact,  as  indicated  above,  Breen  mentions 
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two  of  these.  Bl,  "the  first  record  of  sale,”  was  in  the  Hoffman  sale  mentioned 
above.  B2  was  the  Root  specimen.  There  was  an  example,  which  I  will  call  B3,  in 
the  Bushnell  Sale  of  June  20-24,  1882,  catalogued  by  the  Chapmans.  It  was  lot 
2768,  uncirculated,  and  sold  for  $8.75. 

Four  additional  recent  appearances,  not  necessarily  of  specimens  distinct 
from  B101  to  B110,  are  known  to  me.  They  are: 

Bill:  uncirculated,  with  some  red.  In  the  possession  of  a  Pennsylvania 

dealer  in  the  summer  of  1982. 

B112:  extremely  fine,  in  the  possession  of  a  Massachusetts  dealer  in  the 
summer  of  1984. 

B113:  uncirculated.  Stack's  June  1985  sale.  Lot  No.  586. 

B114:  VF,  Heritage's  1985  ANA  sale.  Lot  No.  3606,  where  it  was  grouped 
with  low-grade  half  cents  as  a  single  large  lot. 


Some  additional  facts  have  emerged  from  direct  observation  of  specimens  I  have 
seen  (B105,  B109,  Bill,  B112,  B113,  B114)  and  pictures  and  descriptions  in  catalo¬ 
gues.  The  six  pieces  examined  are  all  different.  B105A  and  B105B  are  indeed,  as 
Breen  believed,  the  same  specimen.  B107  is  also  the  same  piece  as  B105.  B109  is 

not  a  "genuine"  example  (whatever  the  word  may  mean  with  respect  to  a  forgery.) 

It  was  withdrawn  from  the  sale  because  it  is  an  electrotype.  This  gives  it  a 
rather  special  place  in  the  annals  of  deception,  a  copy  of  a  fake! 

None  of  the  pieces  show  any  trace  of  an  undertype.  The  surfaces  are  uniformly 
smooth.  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  deduce  that  they  were  probably  struck  on 
smooth  planchets.  In  fact,  Breen  comments,  "...struck  on  good  quality,  rolled 
copper  planchets ..." 

I  have  been  able  to  find  only  two  references  to  the  weight  of  the  Dr.  Edwards 
copies,  and  both  contain  errors.  Don  Taxay's  excellent  book.  Counterfeit,  Mis- 
struck,  and  Unofficial  U.  S.  Coins  says,  "Actually,  the  Edwards  copy  is  comparatively 
crude,  and  can  be  easily  identified  both  by  its  light  weight  and  general  appearance," 
This  comment  on  weight  is  clearly  incorrect  as  a  generality,  as  will  be  seen  below. 
However,  the  coin  illustrated  in  Taxay's  book  does  not  appear  to  be  one  of  those  I 
have  seen.  His  comment  would  indicate  that  at  least  one  additional  light-weight 
specimen  exists. 

The  only  other  reference  to  weight  I  could  find  was  in  an  article  by  Richard 
D.  Kenney  in  The  Coin  Collector's  Journal,  Jan. -Feb.  1952.  He  lists  the  weight 
as  "4.85  grams  (This  equals  74.7  grains);  genuine  5.05  grams."  However,  the  standard 
for  the  genuine  1796  half  cents  was  5.45  grams  (83.9  grains).  I  have  no  explanation 
for  Kenney's  error  with  respect  to  the  weight  of  the  genuine  coin,  and  quote  it  only 
because  it  caused  me  to  question  also  the  accuracy  of  his  weight  for  the  Edwards 
specimen.  Breen  quotes  Kenney's  weight  for  the  Edwards  piece,  and  gives  the  correct 
weight  for  the  genuine  one.  I  was  unable  to  locate  a  single  reference  to  the 
diameter  of  any  coin. 

The  most  startling  fact  to  emerge  from  direct  observation  of  the  five  pieces 
I  have  examined  (not  including  the  electro,  B109)  is  the  tremendous  variation 
in  their  weights,  and  the  noticeable  variation  in  their  diameters  and  thicknesses. 
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These  are: 


Weight 

Diameter 

"Thickness" 

B105 

59.4  grains 

.915  inches 

90.1  grains  per  sq.  in 

Bill 

91.8  grains 

.977  inches 

122.4  grains  per  sq.  in 

B112 

72.2  grains 

.933  inches 

105.6  grains  per  sq.  in 

B113 

73.8  grains 

.953  inches 

103.5  grains  per  sq.  in 

B114 

64.7  grains 

.924  inches 

96.4  grains  per  sq.  in 

In  this  table  I  have  used  the  ratio  of  weight  per  square  inch  of  surface  area 
as  a  measure  of  relative  thickness.  Only  B112  and  B113  are  close  in  weight  and 
thickness.  No  two  of  the  diameters  are  quite  close.  The  variation  between  Bill, 
the  largest,  and  B105,  the  smallest,  is  extreme.  Bill  exceeds  B105  by  6.6%  in 
diameter,  35.8%  in  thickness,  and  54.5%.  in  weight! 

To  compare  the  absolute  differences  with  familiar  coins,  consider  the  following 
small  table: 


Pairs  of  Coins 


Difference 
in  Diameter 


Difference 
in  Weight 


(Pre-1982)  cent  and  dime  .045  in. 
Nickel  and  cent  .085  in. 
Bill  and  B105  .061  in. 


12.9  gr. 
29.1  gr. 
32.4  gr. 


Why  such  a  great  weight  variation  among  the  few  known  pieces?  Would  not  one 
expect  them  to  have  been  made  at  the  same  time  and  on  planchets  from  a  single  source 
and  of  approximately  equal  weight  and  size?  Having  posed  this  intriguing  question, 
we  have  reached  the  limits  of  the  demanding  world  of  fact.  We  can  only  proceed 
farther  by  entering  the  uncertain,  but  pleasurable,  world  of  speculation. 

At  once,  a  previously  unimportant  semantic  difference  becomes  more  significant. 
Some  references  to  the  known  quantity  of  Dr.  Edwards'  copies  say,  "Only  twelve 
struck."  Other,  more  precise,  descriptions  say,  "Of  those  struck,  all  destroyed 
except  twelve..."  or  words  to  that  effect.  In  fact,  Breen  utilizes  both  comments. 
When  listing  the  quantity  known,  he  states:  "Rarity  7.  Reportedly  twelve  struck." 
And  in  the  next  paragraph  he  gives  Cogan's  fuller  description  relating  to  the 
destruction  of  the  dies,"...  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with 
the  exception  of  twelve..." 

Of  course,  as  to  the  usual  purposes  for  wanting  to  know  the  quantity  extant, 
the  two  statements  have  little  significant  difference.  For  determining  current 
rarity,  or  the  original  distribution,  they  are  essentially  the  same.  However, 
when  the  question  deals  with  variations  among  the  few  existing  specimens ,  one  can 
consider  the  differences  of  wording  significant.  For  instance,  if  only  twelve 
had  been  struck,  or  some  number  slightly  larger,  one  might  strongly  expect  the 
planchets  to  be  quite  similar.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  many  as  a  thousand  had 
been  struck  originally,  and  all  but  twelve  subsequently  destroyed,  one  might  have 
less  reason  to  be  surprised  at  finding  considerable  variation  among  planchets. 

Do  we  have  any  clues  as  to  the  number  originally  struck?  Maybe  we  do.  But 
they  are  severely  limited.  Cogan's  statement  is  that  he  believes  only  twelve  were 
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circulated,  "...  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the  late  Dr. 
Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (Underlining  is  mine) 

Let  us  speculate  on  this  perhaps  casual  choice  of  words.  If  there  had  been 
several  hundred  specimens  remaining,  might  not  Cogan  have  been  likely  to  say  more 
than  "all"?  In  his  place,  wouldn't  you  have  been  likely  to  say  something  like, 

"I  destroyed  the  large  hoard  that..."? 

Conversely,  if  as  few  as  three  or  five  remained,  wouldn't  you  be  more  likely 
to  give  the  actual  number,  rather  than  describing  the  small  quantity  as  "all"? 

With  total  subjectivity,  to  my  ear  Cogan 's  choice  of  words  is  most  consistent 
with  his  having  found  and  destroyed  perhaps  six  to  twenty.  In  any  case,  even  a 
somewhat  larger  upper  limit  would  not  lead  one  to  expect  so  many  weights  of  sub¬ 
stantial  difference. 

The  design  of  the  copy  reflects  a  careful  attempt  to  reproduce  the  details  of 
the  original  coin.  The  hair  strands,  pole,  cap,  and  date  of  the  obverse  clearly 
imitate  the  details  of  the  genuine  coin.  So  do  the  fraction,  bow,  leaves  and 
berries  of  the  reverse.  As  an  experienced  numismatist,  why  did  Dr.  Edwards  pay  so 
little  attention  to  approximating  the  weight  of  the  originals?  Short  weight  was  a 
phenomenon  long  well  known,  not  merely  to  numismatists,  but,  at  least  with  gold 
and  silver  coins,  to  shopkeepers  and  to  many  of  the  general  public.  Of  course, 
there  was  a  rather  considerable  war  underway  during  the  1863-65  period... so  perhaps 
he  had  to  make  do  with  individual  scraps  of  available  copper. 

We  have  reached  the  end  of  the  line,  at  least  for  now.  I  have  told  you 
everything  I  know.  In  fact,  I  have  told  you  more  than  I  know  (a  phenomenon  not 
without  precedent  in  literature,  numismatic  as  well  as  general!). 

Where  to  from  here?  I  would  welcome  hearing  from  anyone  on  the  following: 

1.  Records  of  other  appearances  of  the  Edwards  copies,  particularly  those  prior 
to  1945.  Specially  prized  would  be  any  with  photographs  or  descriptions  of 
spots  or  marks  sufficent  to  help  identify  particular  pieces. 

2.  Location,  weight,  diameter,  description,  and  pedigree  of  any  other  pieces 
which  can  currently  be  located. 

3.  Additional  facts  or  hypotheses  to  explain  the  differences  which  have  been 
found  in  the  planchets. 

Write  to  R.  Tettenhorst,  P.0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 
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R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


April  1,  1998 


Remy  Bourne 

508  40th  Avenue  NE 

Minneapolis j  MN  55421-3833 


Dear  Remy: 

Thank  you  very  much  for  the  clipping  from  the  New  York  Journal  &  Patriotic  Register, 
which  arrived  on  my  desk  via  Harry  Salyards .  This  is,  indeed,  information  relevant 
to  my  article,  and  I  appreciate  your  taking  the  time  and  interest  to  send  it  to 
me . 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


mb 


c:  Harry  Salyards 
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Mr.  Harry  E.  Salyards 
606  North  Minnesota 
Hastings,  NE 
68901 


Dear  Mr.  Salyards: 

While  reading  the  two  articles  on  the  weights  of  the  half  cents  T.  Tettenhorst  & 
Manley  in  the  latest  issue  of  Penny-Wise  caused  me  to  check  a  n  ewspaper  in  my 
numismatic  literature  collection  on  the  that  subject. 


Ron 


In  the  New  York  Journal  &  Patriotic  Register,  Friday,  January  29,  1796.,  is  the  following: 

“By  George  Washington,  President  of  the  United  States.  A  Proclamation. 

Whereas  by  an  act,  supplementary  to  the  act,  entitled,  “An  act  establishing  a  mint,  and 
regulating  the  coins  of  the  United  States’”  passed  on  the  third  day  of  March,  One 
Thousand  Seven  Hundred  and  Ninety  Five,  “The  President  of  the  United  States  is 
authorized,  whenever  he  shall  think  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States,  to  reduce  the 
weight  of  the  copper  coin  of  the  United  States,  provided  such  reduction  shall  not  in  the 
whole  exceed  two  penny  weight  in  each  cent,  and  in  like  proportion  in  a  half  cent,  of  which 
he  shall  give  notice  by  proclamation:” 

And  whereas  on  account  of  the  increased  price  of  copper  and  expense  of  coinage,  I 
have  thought  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States  to  reduce  the  weight  of  the 
copper  coin  of  the  United  States,  one  penny  weight  and  fifteen  grains  in  each  cent,  and  in 
like  proportion  in  each  half  cent,  and  the  same  has  since  the  27th  day  of  December  last, 
been  reduced  accordingly:  I  hereby  give  notice  hereof;  and  that  all  cents  and  half  cents 
coined,  and  to  be  coined  at  the  mint  of  the  United  States  from  and  after  the  said  27th  day 
of  December,  are  to  weigh  the  cents,  each  seven  penny  weights,  and  the  half  cents,  each 
three  penny  weights  and  twelve  grains. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I,  the  said  George  Washington,  President  of  the  United 
States,  have  caused  the  seal  of  the  United  States  to  be  hereto  affixed,  and  signed  the  same 
with  my  hand.  Done  at  (L.S.)  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  on  the  26th  day  of  January,  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-six,  and  of  the  Independence  of 
the  United  States  the  twentieth, 


Go:  Washington, 
by  the  President, 

Timothy  Pickering’ 

Secretary  of  State.” 

Mr.  Salyards,  not  being  a  copper  collector  I  do  not  know  if  this  is  pertinent  to  the  articles,  if 
it  is  would  you  pass  these  copies  on  to  the  gentleman  named  above  for  their  use  (enclosed  is 
two  dollars  for  the  additional  postage).  If  not  please  excuse  my  ignorance  and  “file  13”  this 
material  and  use  the  two  dollars  for  doughnuts. 


Thank  you  once^again, 
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‘whofl?  ihgf  fioJdas 13  tws, 


Ska  WM4>gt  dilpo/ed  J*  ful&tgf,.gRfS#j, 
menii~in:$trhie)Rbejr  JrfrtfiwH bar*; 
C?njy  ftujprc^  tftrhjbe-;  government  fJ 
Great  ffrutin  and  that  tne  governtbent.jot 
GreirBritaifl^w**  mo  \fg$nemjty  fjfiifcd 
toward*  the  Untied  Ststfrt^a  lh«  0niet£ 
aSWm  fowardarjihwn  1  3»d  dir^TDjijdoi. 
then 

'irwa*  in  tb#ir  power  to^compef  thtm’to 
dg  itby  •''retaining  in  thjei r  hind*  the  -Britifli 
ports  eh  thetr  frontier*,  knd-by  ^jqrlngr 
th|<|pmfde^ji  ani  fierier  #  ■ iBe'tJa^ed 


WtPmm  p{ 
TO-4i;Afl 
die  aou»nj 

intyitetwi 


,m?on  tonacco  imported 
£  hpVtoiTl*.,  He  dated 
hit  .M^lin^ting  duty 
•rjeflfe^-  He  fuggeAed 


iiel of  them  among  th<*body  a 
plej._  Upon  thefe  f  fhalt  not 

■UrgeV  V--  .  ‘ 

Agriculture  gnd  commerce 
depend  upoif  each  Other,  J 
ntf rb  e  t*  a rc,  fup^iad  fronpouj 
^hat 


ot  comrr.unicauonrVo! 


Hefti(?vred,^hat  pWjtl*  ground  France 
had  ttimore  In  thgir  power  than  we  had 
them, .finer  thechief  of  out  imports  fiona 
,hat_|opp(tpy.gj|:^i^goiod*of.tnd  $:«(■' 
were.'  bn  V..tWf 

'  ^rtvd  ‘ 

i^Uch  %»n/T6h|bg?at-4he  prefent  time 
in  jlpufifyft^tD^proMVmg  (jtttiee,  for  if 
Krtncc7Wie^^njoy?d "peace  and  began  to 
<jf  retaliating  i,o  the  ‘ 
fam«  vfa  yf4<  dyghi  then  be.d.tfficuit,  though' 
produce  a  chahgf 
rAnvVyfbCJflt^'rtiV  (t  was u therefore  uur 
nvered,.(o  thud  In  time  Irpm  any  uvnfure 
,^h%|^fgha;W»Jr^crthifc  war  of  .rmjia- 

^Ht£/tA  Acerbated  that  in  91  the  mervj 
cJ»gTat^^r?^erpo4  Jolt. /Che  effcaa  of 
H#^fQJ«fl«^autiej,  and  handed  a  re* 
hingih/fypciirftat,-; 
r**gt^Ke^h#  iAhl«rican*  ov:  means  of 
sycre^ngrofRng . 
trade  bet  weep 
Atjrthwrcohnftifa.^The  mini  Her  wife- 
•§!>,  n&^M4;;&nft&Tatiot>  of  the  bpfi- 
merchants'  of 
^h<JpffiP#^ftoU\wh^Jcknowled|v 
i|^[^WOI&waiijlSa#adiw  the  minjn 
matter  with 
$n;.jx«l}#oti 

nrunufa&ure», 

^N?^jp.^f|r^rWie<JMMU5«  of- I  hi* 
whd3eion>e'd<jyij:cs:had  avoided  eVpej-'l 

I  but  b;d 


f.  *i*dOUh!*.hecteadilyf  gtait.ed  ; -and -that-. 
■  th«.>iowfi|j^TuA«^watty  out?  per  lb  n 

*  t'SwSSi^SS  ahdhnjyf  \ 

^With  ... 

^thfc^'-^nce 


ftate  to  another,  may  be  rende 

and  cheap  asthe  nature  oi  ih 

will  admit.  By  the  fpirit  of « 
which  fo  remarkably  animal* 
tens, countenanced  by  the  1 
UmicH'has  been  done  and  il 
in  varioua  part*  of  the  cpmrn 
The  improvement  of  arts  a 
failure*  is  of  jnterefting  mo«i 
encouragement  of  fuch  roanu 
■ptrticul&r,  at  tyill  dimtniih  tho 
tipn  $1  foreign  articles*  and 
*eal  balance  m  our  favour*  i* 
mon  concern  of  the  whole  Un 
encouragement  as  will  fpreac 
of  indufiry  individually,  thi 
body  qf  the  people.  *111  hand  t 
their  happy  faeHngl  of  indc 
and  give  them  an  exalted  i< 
Auly  noble  charafler  of  fr» 
,  Ipduftry  naturally  Uadi  to  I 
’Wntihnent^reQitudr  of  manni 
obfiry»ncie  of  ’  wrfc'  and  con 
law?,  and  of  courfe  to  public  a 
'viitdfr.-  :*■' s 

.  ■  Feilav  Citizens, 

-  IT*  i*  wtfdom  Often  to  ret 
principles.  l  h*  people  of  thii 
w*>ltb,.a*  vrf  11  aaihofe  ofl 
-§¥atei,  havo  voluntarily  for 
-  conftthiftpna  -of  govornmen 
h'aV«  judged  well  ydapted  to  fi 
owh  political  faf^ty.  Thffeco 
are  fpudded  upoiuthe-fame  p 
and  they  avbvthe  great  and  i 
wlpplitiyaVffuth,  that  all  poi 
rjved  from  the  people.  >  Aa 
art  now  form*  of  government 
'Cdgniad  princirdei,  never  1 

triftice  until  the  period  of  pi 
us  rev<Uutiofc  ptnu  ft  be  in  if 
Ijr/Cftnlcahii'lhe  provthon  qf  a 
add  eonftitutional  remedy  fo 
fcAs  as  experience  may  poi 
^dv^tea^ropriety  eftablifh 
^fkfte  and  national  governmc 
citixensof  thia  robunonwn 
iat*  ly  dlfcovercd  their  ncquie 
den  ihsir  eonftitutieo  a*  it  nr 
Biit  it  ftill  remaint  recorded 
claration  of  right*,  that  the  p 
hay#  ahinconteftible.  unalipi 
indefehfcle  rightto  in  ftitute  go 
and  to  refouai,  pUer,  or  total! 
the  fame,  when  their  prelctti 
>profprrity  and.  happinefs  t 
And  the  federal  conititutionf 
<0  the  mode  preferibed  there 
ready  undergone  fucb  a  met 
fevetai  parMlPf  lt»  **  from  cjtf 
been  judged  neceffary,  ” 
v:  .The  government  of  ,the  Un 
i||i||ryfted  folely  witjv.iuch 
regard  our  fafety  a .net* 


ims  ufHwWfiijif.* 


I  be  removed. 


%  taken • 


tgj^v'idii  iic.  iJe 

lie 

'wSm 

^.pipper  to,  yh$;  ;i 

BPpi 


SPlM 

the 


■&U 

twy  i«tmrtiow#^r  yoti,^ >ph^f  1 


^hfirS remedy  in  the 
rpfsetife*  to  them  the' 
.ftitw’fheifF*®  of  tliofa 
Hli'jPn^'thh^faqp 

»U  oyr  enlfting  ftfoB:, 

!«•(  to  eporarwjtainfc 


that  |iejtr 


fWA^kjN^TON; 

k k «  tT wivkW tiki 7* 


iATftritifh  wi)lbe 

iwey,  :  5 
Iaftvnaj4aee©r4-S 

W»,  hyUyi*M 

ty^jpji  our  fVpl.O 


ale  of  th«  carrying 
it  rime  ht.  i  ■  f  ' 

f  fhercwrt|l|> 
pods  therefor^,  to 
4w«y.  •  n4d9d  thii 
Wfhed  the  buffneu 
irt^e  viewJo|  ihp 
^0  >nd.  nMuAfac 


yp®iW" 


wejrch  .hajf^ft^ahdi 


turdered  to 


;  Vs:  V  A-W'-. 


4  Ipjgg  '.TjjggilJfe  ~ 


^iWilWw 

j>i  s  jw^ii^e^^#^*Ptc-.« 

T  g£  m*  jfi  u$  Has  • 

v  %■  -•■>^»t 

\fiiiE  RKVII  ^ 

V  rehsj  ntodongee  cortsoitoyfeftjffth, . , 
t4-^!t-5«-tlva  w\ib''  i^^of*'flt«ll^i^‘ 
*ens,  tfvat  yuif  retiinjyiihmedFutefi:*^ 
tr-foridet’  jftaee  6f  relidtiiccy;  & 
ich  you  havb  beefi  cruelly)  Unjiehjp^^ 

•  iroriroU  of  defpotlftn,  .>vWoj6^el’y^ur 
irieiiii  fjn/rV'fi*# 

rt^refs-  of  Yr^l^^p^iioT,>li4unJ%ri 

:c,  is  y^^atvtli^^ttwi. 

i  puniiliiS'  you, I  |i& jfcnjMP.  ;«M«iiij$ti*- 
Tempt  of  law— aTHejr  tw lari fan tulty au^f 
lulted  ybup  anSaWeraptedV  V*?ilfcti?by 
-infamaili  ht(h;'  fti«cfc  j^oU^i'SfiUWfut 
od,~  without  auttibritwfof  w^ich^OU 
e  your  -legal-  faaieCty;-,1  You  flfclfoa. 
•aers ;  the  <aiiilliluripn'! arid, of 
Hate  are  War  bell  friend* 

>race  ;  ihiXptapIc-’vyHiir  fupuifafbe 
,  v  fhd  t  cp  t b’  jotlfi^i &pcck<}e.t  and  llijftiih 
gnil'tyiSfit'obgK^Vli'nieditttai'vttigVea 
aid  if  dwwtdj.beSfa}^'  fhat  xherjbtc  of 
Yorlfe4l*fe  f^lo^ger •  an  aXywii* : foe 
‘  .fohiGfrnic 


per£evulcdfo’iit  brmsp  bf-atl^alimei 

vtithll*ft4}tni  y^.’in(Jfiiri^ttPi«J‘  Ktyj1 

iid  of  ribtViyf  where ^pprdfl^d  toy* 

I  G. «  A  Jm.  iinia  enintiiii  fcna t*  (a.aK 


I  find 
bhtli. 


iiAitfg,  » War'^fb;  ^ 

.■'/.ypandlpilbv*  <^t-jaer& 


ri 3 h t  trial  yafimi pn<  tlfat.  th'«\f may 


-  off  i  iiaf  ft'ahl’yoijr-  abfencev..-,.  ,,„ 
ably  fir  upon  the Chifrif t(f r  o*^f«& 
iufulted ‘people,  who  Hand -reJidy  wifl 
t  ig  to  giye’  you  fhe  benefic’bferf»eir 


C-UT-; 


heroics. ■ 

yj'  b  b  I  f  X*  m  ap  C  fl  aV  er,  y ,  *-w  &  i  ph ,  yPO  fup- 
.^"nu; b<*  ^offi  !>lc'  file  a  gu  p 
Ip,  be  rpdftced  to  pefifrcy'aiut  want,  by 
fra«uV«!tpaein|:,  hi*;  (lift's;  when  lie  has  a 
<iu«wrba|  offspring  capable  of  brarldiffg 
fb'ran'ageSlfpirefa^ai*  well  aifoir  them^ 
ty*pp*£.  nd ’a&r thdfd  riot  Utecbefi  iciti. 

W^d7y<t4'foiy<s  fytpHf.Jo 

exMi^re.,af  * 


*«•  W  is  w  #md^; 

l^Y-lvf  *  e  fW.  *$■&# 

IW*<»  y<o:K  fi.fpfiaVh  :»flon  (K.tW,aj  your 
yiiOfat  'ftAMife &  fia#wwf.>  ^ijb  aj^f ui-. 


ujen  Tee  ttftt  effoer'^^y  hitft  thUy‘?  otic* 

rv^irl»w»,  if© 

ff^ftiaflibdaaaiwtijal;  b§fi£rfr<**'t&wi-'kn  i 


r|y  ‘  (q  »h  nie 
•'d^yhibH  < 


prijpeity.  a«  X  Jdiow.  every  Tug«itioj»-.ia,'tlirflC*iiH 

]pi>  A|)jb<«4l>  'ia^  *<3e  i-'^ey  dcffiV 

tcrly  aiid^p  c,pfi/;o«  a»iinpar;i«T-j>6HiBjof' 

tb<f  wjdiajdhria  of.  the>;*Mdiaf4iB'i(iof:#ji<i>w>) 


•-cetic p  ijf  tic  ^fur^,a!lp|ge|>  a^aia^Vq)^,  L^jEijMa 
•wl  afBd'.Vk.  •  ..*•  ■.  '  V-’  -^.V'i  a'jfVtvt  * 

>•.  ?ff.;$!t;  ttmb  Uf  P| 


fSJI?  IP°BS}!d/lyWw;c‘i* .,teeCy«r5 

1  w 'Coual  K^ffaAlhrlfitXif/^,  fuel? 


'fpc^6  (wo  f‘^rr/'!  ity  oW  fijffltahl 


aflame  t% 

-  ,«••■  -  i',;  w 

^Yo.^. declare,  that  Y*Jou  are  fioVcop- 
ending  f°r  flayery.’1  f  why  i h'ch  do  fad 


ehfljhft'  desnfe 

mwqne,  oi'aftric;!  vcUcI;  whaUrwoTj  rf»|tc3  ouV  or 


r.ir< 


*  ■  r  rJka\Ci  W a  l^fcSteRf* 

j  T^v  »•  v5i  •».  eJkttMiL . 


•Wku* 


•>W 

•  4  itouWVp,«</hv  '*4te^'p«>H<rWrrha: 
.  -  4»ifiii&  htafte  Jtn  <3k. 

crtfiefrVdatiAg *d; 

‘  *  *  ’V^-'fM^olt. 


foi*‘ 


ihe akt.jdJ,  bifa.  rokFflvif 
^Vprf  otter,  ip  via  ta.vwi.diuapu,  i sfcri/: 

^ OrttjftJjKj Milirt;  njf  Se. fiir 

^ ;  jidfiHtitf ptr.  eft  ak-Jand  liiwhfs 


tFjjba 
-. " ■  ^bia, 

■  Qtipw 


RdyaffShtTet 


*  JraronwMSf W&otfpiVtiSe  ceTtttftiflwl 

f^uefliotv  ^r«it  .it ' feeln^'^iC^y^^qg.. 
i"ft«  I  wftlphi  |j.P<>rokpiq^»rf>ji'',a>i(  c  h  je^C 


'lphifc:Por<^^^p^aii<chletv 
'' dftp itfwasS^fcwii  ia  thpfa. 


if  -  «<S6iijRrriiillMtf»Ma<^<«^B 

.  oVlao^. 

?<dMhfw jEbdgSSva^’ 


,_ .iwftL 

SrmflQUitui 
Infant)  irmg  ' 


^  ^wymjj^ohwine^,  we/iKli  is  ar<Hj!T«mpdf;\ 
-?T«k file' pmWj$.Jfd}ds tjot  /to injnyt 
^^'rarent^ijM;  bat  merely  becauf^tno- 
fZ. vib^ntiofl^ i^f$jp4ptia  ^luchjai  xtf 
4.  -;“a^ 

wrhch  gffuina^jn#^ 
^■.  ftttcd’  wdar«*k*T«f,  jfcfafons^buf 'fach'.ttu 

find'ire  tivbft  -pen  y  t  y  rantsiwho 
^^®5|fei6iS&>Wf^fcd.  jkHtJivOL-ity^  oyer  ifitW 


gugf  % 


-a*tr*iL .- .  ... 
teleti&teMt ||; 

iff 

gg, 

4Kiii*tT  cmy^,  ■ 


ifJMWv  "tmuMimfn-  *<> 


ofithtcfim^nee/of  i  . 
rMfpetlitoni.-srtre 

r4»rflft.(i$)  V*%^folfaw*f titeis^  & 

vf>fe^^;umjL'tb'p)Mtoc>ot  awn  cftt^we^Ti/ 
^yp«)«tc«  rajaig  om;-ragecroufisJbr? 
!TOteSf^|Je-  «^(K«#tbe  4egiawVirt?4^ 
‘lH#(tffttrfotrt61he1r  fyftrtJ'brpW' 

w  hiefc  ijtfgEtia*  p^j^pler 


« «&rviAK8i4U4i^c;^; 

;-l»e  r  ofeierod;  in 


-../  tt**,bat_p«ile5  o'tet  .whole .fvarfofli^# 

-  #u(  fcota'.'beoteadity''  gsjn.ed  ;,awftft»p 
,  th#yfrtyKBf?*<r(iTf ed  hy  snv  onerperfoif 
T  O^trTinvif.  rtf -w  Wit* 


^^r'ts  i;kiwffe  t\ 


-.vjoViV.v^ra. 


rqitaify.  otiVlmt  tf*S  % 


tftete^  b  ^iwtK’aa^botWibhr;  Hr. flared  s 
<r7  jtkt  *«i^%pfp^r-i^^(n!ndnis^.iiit7  ? 
-iO^Jti  ptodlg'ous ,  eSe^'.-uKe  TaggeAed' 
'vftit  France  when  ft^d' from  |he,.prefent- 
w*/r^mfghf  etteruJ^her  policy  'in '  tbiiV 
'4ifeA'pn  «>  Other  mfclw,  as  rice/ffh/  AfCv' 
md  ihut^minifh.oafeatfyHig^tTyd^iKi? 

za^gbmt mm£ 

had  Mitnore  m-their  power  tKzn .Jtf' ia-M- 


*^OBaaSrme*^^b^h 

IWMjpffinpfti 

f \&  F 

f^W^portam^  pr  t ' 

P ; 

•/equate  -ffcinpeorsTio 
*d  tounfUr^ia'cilrrjiD  d  ' 
,tap;e»o/cKen(htfig  the 
.-ature- and.  the  Icieftee*. 
riesof  fhem  among  tbe 

r^mm^ 1  fl,: 

jar^,  ^  '. 

s  'Agriculture  and  cor 
rd^p|Bd  upoft'each  oih 
marKeii  dre  wav*^  ^r 
in  oh}^pCwnpoi  line 
pflrtatiorp  of  Wavy'  a 


'  rfiit  “nouhtry  a  re  frie^goo  us  of ,  nu  great 
•bulk.",  while  our  e*»ort»b>were  bn  the 


ofUWtrtltlfliMIIOtrtTor 
j/Uietft*ool{ietf,,sniay  b 
5ini  cfcHiJi^aii'tile  hat 
wiH  admit.  By  th«  f„ 
wbith  f9  feroarkablv 


xl.pt*  .o^iJMWfcind.  wha  .^ffuaM.  unji-  menif  iniowhichthcy  hfdthrr-'inir  fr. 


poster  .over.  jxaiicns.^buc  fuch  At 
y  tyrants-  who 
'^Wl55f-WK)Urttied  AUttacity  over  t  few 
.  -Africans  ‘tthofir  They  hold  as  d : ves. 
r$Zfl  J^ifthfi^r«if$^:tl  tiUtirngiloh.  of  ppy-v 

#Ufc  dOUblic.becte.uliiyr  gutted  ; and. that 

th®  jp*jribn 

ffijjuft, 

53 |nii 


ecntly.  r  me  red;  With  jhe.'  government  <J- 
Great  Britain  and  that  the  governraent-m 
Great- Britain-. waa  moy g/ncrqpjfy  4/pQjfd 
towards  the, United  Staty«t&a.<hc  C/nietjd 
aStatu  tow  irda^henyl  aid  dt 
then  kii 


ther$.' in  v(/^gcjia_ho'tto tns..  He  dated 
-he  Mtt4«n Bofvihii Jli/PAi m;- n ati n g  ditty 
a nd; i lit y rpdif5)k»;« je ged, -  He  fuggefled 
i  hat  France  vhehTjfr'eed  from  the  prefent 

^Waj^m^l^jteW^er'pt^y  -  U»i#. 


T.wkh  -IhepBii&K^l-^wir^  TtmflPfifef 

~~1  m  -r  fc‘  w*7rirf.*>  trx.  ; rq  ;  '•j.  ■  ~  >(y<  f 


.  _^r  lui  uic-  .  v  ornery <r  vm 

"*c«<fed ;  tv  f cTuc 


.?thfe*x:flynce  of  aW^viJ  :Vt^fe|^4^ .  wuf' 
"-wrpa^hotmwwdymrns  upwiva-snfiii*' 
^rr.ev.  n  whidSiffttaflihe  tetr.oywi  £  -  ! 

'}’*%  Varte#t 


TtsVetmoft  ^opelT^te-tiken-;-'  hw»,d  ti\$ 


bejfdvane- 

cu.cmuTeiVed  the.  mod  jjhey  hat 


holder*,  of 


was  in  thttir  power  to’compel  them  to 
do,  it  by-ietaining  in  theirhand*  the  Iritifh 
pojb  «m  - their  frontier*,  and,  by  Injuring, 
ihe'c.ommeic*  and  iterici  qf'the'Uahed 

Mm? 

i .  -■>  #h.  Wudt  not  in  eonfirqueagf.  gf  The: 
feflret  »dvlc*p  at  tyeU  as  ti»ia.Qpea.iiitppfi. 
tion.of  yourfelf  >«d  frirnda  towards  Gfeac* 
Britain,  that  jb*  BrUjftr  governtrieiar.  pa*' 
Induced  to.  rtrafcj  tKepoBwiT hand^ 
urnfer  thipte4<t(tb*t th« $?^wtoIjdnoi; 
do  thenrjtiftice;  f  twin  c  xpetftaiVnd’h^.a?. 


WwSpwffj- ■■>-..■  - 

th*  -affirtimcfe'<)^-fo|bwyrfili^  . 
rfrffliditifbnj^nitHe^nn  rrjj^&fe^^Swbfedr- 

jV^p^trt'BatCj 

iftJbali:  public evtt  ;'^^i 


i<&r  Hr^/^htejve- 
aL„q.JJr.,^|^l?ys; 


Mp  as  rice,  ffh,  &c." 


He  (hewed/that  on  his  gtound  France 
had  us  more  in  their  power  than  we  had 
them,  fine*  the  chief  of  our  imports  ftoio 
-hat  so  up  t  ryajt  goods  of  .no  great 

duIk^ffjtS^piw^rxpdrtt  were  on  the. 
^nrtiw^rpbf 8&4rpcfc«' .«  He  infilled 
much  ■iupon  fll(f ngf  italic  p.refent  time 
in.  puf.fyrtem^pro  tiling  duties,  for  if 
France- tH.ee'«njoy?d1peace  and  began  to 
reap.:  rh|  .adtfmtage  erf  .retaliating .in  the 
fam^WayvWhvjht  then  be, difficult,  though 
*«t;,ihQuftr-Tafced».-  fa.  produce  a  change 
ft^wasuberefore  our 
from  any  t&eafure 
w^%jbdii^U:iptft»dkfrthis  war  of  retalia- 


icjuI  mem  amon* 
pie,.  Upon  ihcfe  I  rt>»h  no 

Ur*c'-  V  •  ,  ■ 

Agrtculture  and  commcr 

depend  upofi  each  oihcr. 
in^rketi  are.fuppiiad  from  c 
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R.  TETTENHORST 

--R.--Qt-©ox-4-4020--  500  WASHINGTON  AVE.,  SUITE  1234 


Saint  Louis,  Missouri  -634-78-  63101 


314-331-6503 


August  25,  1999 


Mr.  Jim  McGuigan 
Box  133 

N.  Versailles,  PA  15137 


Dear  Jim: 

It  was  good  seeing  you  at  the  ANA.  I  was  glad  to  hear  that  you 
have  purchased  a  Dr.  Edwards  copy. 

As  I  mentioned,  I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  would  let  me  know 
what  it  weighs,  when  you  are  able  to  obtain  that  measurement. 
Also,  whatever  pedigree  you  have  would  be  appreciated  for  my 
file  on  this  interesting  counterfeit. 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


mb 


JIM  McGUIGAN 
BOX  133 

N,  VERSAILLES,  PA;  15137 
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Exceedingly  Rare  “Charles  Carroll  of  Carrollton” 
U.S.  Mint  Copper  Medal 
“The  Dr.  Edwards  Copy”  a  Copper  Gem 


906  Charles  Carroll  of  Carrollton  Medal,  The  Dr.  Edwards  Copy, 
See  PE-6,  Bronzed  Copper,  Gem  Semi-prooflike  Uncirculated. 

51.4  mm.  This  outstanding  medal  has  rich  copper-brown  color 
mixed  with  lots  of  undelying  flashy,  original  red  luster.  The  rims 
remain  perfect  and  the  surfaces  hard  and  semi-prooflike.  Expert, 
dealer  and  numismatist  Joe  Levine  calls  this  medal  “Super  Rare”. 
The  Obverse  has  the  legend,  ‘TO  CHARLES  CARROLL  OF 
CARROLLTON,”  around  a  bust  of  Carroll  who  is  facing  to  the 
left.  The  reverse  legend  reads,  “UPON  ENTERING  HIS  90th 
YEAR.  SEP.  XX  MDCCCXXVI,”  and  surrounds  an  inner  wreath 
enclosing  the  further  inscription,  “THE,  SURVIVING  SIGNER, 
OFTHE,  DECLARATION  OF,  INDEPENDENCE,  AFTER  THE 
50TH,  ANNIVERSARY”.  The  John  J.  Ford  Collection  had  an 
(1)  original  example  in  gold,  (4)  specimens  in  silver  and  (3)  in 
copper.  In  addition,  he  also  had  the  Bushnell  specimen  of  the  Dr. 
Edwards  copy  in  silver.  He  did  not  have  a  copper  specimen  of 
the  Dr.  Edwards  copy.  There  are  only  two  auction  appearances 
of  a  copper  Edwards  medal.  The  Chapman’s  Bushnell  sale  in 
1882  had  one  as  lot  #359,  and  later  the  same  medal  was  sold  as 
lot  #909.  Although  it  was  not  pedigreed  to  the  Bushnell  sale,  it  is 
quite  possible  that  the  Lindsay  medal  and  the  Bushnell  medal  are 
one  and  the  same  and  indeed,  that  the  medal  offered  here  is  in  the 

same  line!  Ex:  Presidential  Auction  #74,  Lot  #580 . 

. (1,500-2,000) 

The first  mention  of  the  Edwards  copy  we  can  find  is  in  W.  Elliot  Woodward ’s 
1866  Francis  S.  Hoffman  Sale,  #1537  where  he  offered  a  silver  example 
and  stated,  “The  history  of  this  piece  is  worth  relating.  It  first  appeared 
in  an  addendum  to  a  sale  made  Messrs.  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co.,  to  whom 
it  came  purporting  to  be  a  consignment  from  J.A.  Allen  of  Pottsville,  PA. 
Inquiries  were  instituted  concerning  its  origin  which  failed,  however, 
to  elicit  any  information  concerning  either  the  medal  or  Mr.  JA.  Allen. 
Thus  the  matter  rested  until  the  decease  of  a  certain  gentleman  in  whose 
collection  the  dies  were  found,  also  several  impressions  in  various  metals, 
together  with  the  evidence  showing  that  the  dies  were  recently  made  in  New 
York  City.  The  dies  are  now  destroyed,  together  with  all  the  metals  struck 
from  this,  this  alone  excepted,  which,  being  unique,  and  very  interesting 
on  account  of  its  singular  origin,  is  by  the  present  owner  thought  to  be 
very  valuable. 

While  Woodward  described  this  as  a  counterfeit,  he  did  not  detail  how 
to  tell  it  apart  from  a  genuine  medal.  Robert  Undesmith  was  the  first  to 
publish  the  difference  stating  that  on  the  copy  there  is  an  ( intentional ) 
wider  spacing  between  O  and  N  of  CARROLLTON. 

The  “certain  gentleman"  referred  toabovewas  Dr.  Frank  Smith  Edwards  of 
New  York  City,  a  serious  numismatist  whose  collection  was  sold  by  Edward 
Cogan  in  1865  shortly  after  his  death.  Dr.  Edwards  was  also  credited 
with  being  responsible  for  the  well-known  copies  made  of  the  1796  Half 
cent  and  the  Immune  Columbia  /  Nova  Consellatio.  Little  more  is  known 
about  Dr.  Edwards  and  nothing  is  known  as  to  why  he  went  to  the  trouble 
of  having  a  copy  made  of  the  Carroll  medal. 


“Lieutenant  Edward  R.  McCall”  U.S.  Mint  Naval  Medal 

907  Lieutenant  Edward  R.  McCall  Medal,  NA-16,  Struck  at  the 
U.S.  Mint  in  Bronzed  Copper,  Sculpted  by  Moritz  Furst, 
Choice  Uncirculated.  65  mm.  Neuzil  35.  This  is  a  verv  rare 


Tet: 


I  got  to  the  box  and  weighed  my  Edwards  copy  and  the  result  was  89.4  grains.  The  coin  is  not  perfectly  round 
and  appears  to  be  taller  than  it  is  wide.  No  prior  ownership  was  given  in  the  Heritage  catalogue  of  their  50th 
Anniversary  Signature  Auction  at  this  years  FUN.  The  lot  number  was  6959  and  it  was  sold  in  session  six 
Thursday  afternoon  January  1 3,  2005.  As  the  lot  description  does  not  give  any  previous  ownership,  I  tried  at  the 
time  to  get  some  of  this  information.  I  believe  the  cataloger  was  Mark  Borckardt.  Currently  I  understand  that  he  is 
at  Central  States,  so  I  will  try  to  get  more  information  from  him  next  week. 

I  hope  this  helps.  Have  a  good  day.  Ray  Rouse 


Ray:  A  year  or  so  ago  you  were  kind  enough  to  send  me  the  weight  of  89.4  grains  for  the  specimen  of  the  Dr. 
Edwards  copy  you  bought  from  Heritage's  sale  at  the  2005  FUN  show. 

Now  I  am  writing  you  for  an  additional  bit  of  information  on  your  coin. 

The  recent  appearance  of  several  pieces  at  auctions  has  prompted  me  to  want  to  write  an  update  for  Penny 
Wise  on  the  presumed  population.  In  addition  to  known  pedigrees,  one  way  to  distinguish  separate  pieces  is 
by  their  weights.  In  my  article  in  the  July  issue  of  Penny  Wise  I  pointed  out  the  great  range  of  weights  of  the 
known  specimens,  from  59.4  grains  to  91.8  grains,  with  no  two  being  the  same  weight. 

Now  it  appears  possible  that  your  example  may  be  an  exception.  In  Bowers  and  Morena's  March  5,  1998 
sale  of  the  Boys  Town  Collection  lot  79  is  a  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  listed  at  89.3  grains.  It  would  help  my  census  if 
we  could  determine  whether  this  is  the  same  as  your  coin.  The  description  reads  in  part,  "A  small  spot  over  the 
digit  9  will  serve  to  identify  this  specimen  in  the  future.  The  edge  of  this  piece  is  a  bright  coppery  pink  with 
numerous  file  marks  in  various  directions." 

Would  you  be  kind  enough  to  let  me  know  if  this  description  fits  your  example  ?  Thanks  in  advance  for  your 
help.  Tett 


Sign  In  |  Your  Account  |  S 
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DESCRIPTION 

1796  Edwards  copy.  Choice  Mint  State. 

76.9  grains.  24.2  mm.  An  utterly  superb  specimen  of  this  famed  19th-century  production.  Fully  lustrous  light  brown 
show  exciting  orange-red  mint  color  remaining  around  the  date,  reverse  legends,  and  areas  around  the  peripheries, 
struck,  better  than  usually  seen  on  this  very  rare  Issue,  with  many  raised  die  lines  visible  in  the  fields  on  both  sides  ; 
distinctive  hand-cut  nature  of  the  design  elements  readily  apparent.  The  planchet  is  smooth,  glossy,  and  shows  bold 
cartwheel.  Clear  recutting  is  visible  far  below  the  9  of  the  date,  and  both  7  and  9  show  closer  recutting  as  well.  The  c 
notable  flaw  is  an  old  curved  scratch  from  a  low  curl  to  a  dentil  near  8:00,  without  which  this  piece  would  be  a  stone 
gem.  With  it,  this  piece  remains  the  finest  we  have  seen  and  (if  anyone  is  keeping  track)  a  probable  Condition  Cei 
quality  specimen. 

According  to  Breen,  only  12  specimens  were  struck  and  the  modem  rarity  of  this  issue  makes  such  a  claim  seem 
the  realm  of  the  probable,  even  likely.  They  were  struck  before  1866,  at  a  point  during  the  cradle  days  of  American 
numismatics  when  selling  (and  producing)  counterfeits  of  rare  dates  for  collectors  was  not  frowned  upon.  It  is  a  grea 
testament  to  the  enduring  rarity  of  the  1796  half  cent  that  this  copy  was  produced  in  the  same  era  as  the  famous  17 
of  Smith  of  Ann  Street,  the  1804  large  cent  restrike  (from  1803  and  1820  dies),  the  1811  half  cent  restrike  (from  or 
dies)  and  other  official  restrikes  such  as  those  made  of  1827  quarters  and  1804  dollars.  According  to  Attinelli,  Dr.  Fr; 


Edwards  died  before  October  1865  and  was  a  collector  of  both  means  and  repute. 

In  Breen's  census  of  1796  Edwards  copy  offerings,  only  two  are  described  as  Uncirculated;  the  others  showed  severe 
striking  weakness  or  cabinet  friction  to  earn  only  EF  or  AU  grades.  Further,  every  one  we  have  encountered  has  beer 
brown,  leaving  this  as  perhaps  the  specimen  with  the  most  remaining  mint  color.  With  its  famous  story,  finite  rarity, 
extraordinary  preservation,  we  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  bound  for  a  world-class  half  cent  cabinet. 


PHOTOS 


Tet:  I  would  be  glad  to  check  it  out  as  soon  as  I  get  back  to  my  home  in  Boca  Raton,  FL  where  the  box  is.  Right 
now  we  are  in  our  place  in  Marblehead,  Mass  getting  it  ready  for  the  summer  renters.  I  should  be  back  to  Florida 
by  Julyl  and  I  will  follow  up  then.  Ray 
—  HalfCent@aol.com  wrote: 

>  Ray:  A  year  or  so  ago  you  were  kind  enough  to  send  me  the  weight  of  89.4 

>  grains  for  the  specimen  of  the  Dr.  Edwards  copy  you  bought  from  Heritage's  sale 

>  at  the  2005  FUN  show. 

>  Now  I  am  writing  you  for  an  additional  bit  of  information  on  your  coin. 

>  The  recent  appearance  of  several  pieces  at  auctions  has  prompted  me  to 

>  want  to  write  an  update  for  Penny  Wise  on  the  presumed  population.  In 

>  addition  to  known  pedigrees,  one  way  to  distinguish  separate  pieces  is  by  their 

>  weights.  In  my  article  in  the  July  issue  of  Penny  Wse  I  pointed  out  the  great 

>  range  of  weights  of  the  known  specimens,  from  59.4  grains  to  91.8  grains, 

>  with  no  two  being  the  same  weight. 

>  Now  it  appears  possible  that  your  example  may  be  an  exception.  In 

>  Bowers  and  Morena's  March  5,  1998  sale  of  the  Boys  Town  Collection  lot  79  is  a 

>  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  listed  at  89.3  grains.  It  would  help  my  census  if  we  could 

>  determine  whether  this  is  the  same  as  your  coin.  The  description  reads  in 

>  part,  "A  small  spot  over  the  digit  9  will  serve  to  identify  this  specimen  in  the 

>  future.  The  edge  of  this  piece  is  a  bright  coppery  pink  with  numerous  file 

>  marks  in  various  directions." 

>  Would  you  be  kind  enough  to  let  me  know  if  this  description  fits  your 

>  example  ?  Thanks  in  advance  for  your  help.  Tett 


Tet:  Here  are  pictures  of  my  Dr  Edwards  copy.  Based  on  the  description  you 
provided,  considering  the  spot  over  the  9  and  the  pink  color  I  don't  think  there  is  any 
doubt  that  this  is  the  coin  from  the  Boys  Town  Collection.  Let  me  know  what  you 
think.  Ray 


Did  you  know  you  can  share,  print  and  create  unique  gifts  from  all  of  your  digital 
pictures?  Discover  all  the  possibilities,  from  Photo  Books  to  Mugs  to  Cards  and  much 
more,  at  www.kodakgallery.com. 


U.S.,  FOREIGN  COINS, 
TOKENS  AND  PAPER  MONEY 

INCLUDING  MY  PERSONAL  TREASURES 


PUBLIC  AUCTION 

SUNDAY,  DECEMBER  4,  2005 
AT  RADISSON  PLAZA  HOTEL 


COINHUNTER 
C.  E.  Bullowa 

Suite  2112 
1616  Walnut  Street 


Philadelphia,  PA.  19103 
(215)  735-5517 


41 1 .  CLARK  GRUBER  $2.50  1860  Uncirculated,  cleaned  lightly.  Fully  struck  and 

defect  free.  PHOTO  (9,000.00- 10,000.00) 

412.  CLARK  GRUBER  $5.00  1860  CH  Filthy  Uncirculated.  Original,  Totally 

defect  free  and  very  well  struck  and  frosty.  PHOTO  (15,000.00-20,000.00) 

413.  11  Piece  COMMEMORATIVE  GOLD  SET-COMPLETE-From  Uncirculated 
to  Gem  Uncirculated.  All  Original  and  housed  in  a  Wayte  Raymond  page. 

PHOTO  “  (25,000.00-35,000.00) 


MISCELLANEOUS  ODD-BALL  STUFF 

414.  12  piece  set  of  Electrotypes.  Proof  only  dates  of  US  Half  Cents  -  1831,  1836, 

1840  through  1848,  1852.  All  very  high  quality  and  all  Red  color.  (4,500.00-5,500.00) 

415.  Struck  copy  of  1796  Half  Cent  with  Pole.  Edwards  dies.  Red  and.Brown  Gem. 

PHOTO  7^  f^A**^*  ,$.5  ju^OJ-OOO.OO-IS.OOO.OO) 

416.  Electrotype  of  a  1799  Cent.  High  quality  example.  (300.00-400.00) 

417.  Reengraved  Chain  Cent.  Smith  of  Ann  Street  Fantasy.  Handsome  work. 

PHOTO  (1,000.00  up) 

418.  Smith  of  Ann  Street  reengraved  Wreath  Cent.  Intricately  done  including  the 

edg t.  PHOTO  ^  (2,000.00  up) 

419.  Smith,  as  above.  Reengraved  1794  Large  Cent  altered  to  1793  Liberty  Cap 

Cent.  Again  artistically  sound.  PHOTO  (1,500.00  up) 

420.  Half  Cent  1801  altered,  fantasy  date.  EF  sharpness.  (300.00-400.00) 

421.  Classic  Large  Cent  1815  Altered  date  fantasy  piece.  (700.00-800.00) 

422.  Large  Cent  1828  altered  to  1823.  Almost  Uncirculated  sharpness  (200^)0-300 .00) 

423.  Half  Dollar  1804  altered  fantasy  date.  Excellent  workmanship.  VF  plus  sharp¬ 
ness.  (1,000.00  up) 

424.  BOLEN  copies:  Higley  3  hammers  VF,  NY  Indian  Eagle  on  Globe 
Uncirculated,  1785  Confederatio  Cent,  small  stars  Uncirculated,  1787  Clinton 

Cent  Uncirculated.  The  4  piece  lot  (1 ,500.00  up) 

425.  Miscellaneous  group  of  altered  coins:  2  altered  &  2  cast.  Flying  Eagle  Cent 

1856,  Half  Cent  altered  to  1831 ,  Half  Cent  cast  copies  1847  and  1849.  (100.00  up) 


/  - -  -v 

THANK  YOU  FOR  YOUR 
SUPPORT  AS  ALWAYS! 

v  _ _  J 


RESERVE  YOUR  ROOMS  EARLY. 

IT  IS  ARMY-NAVY  WEEKEND  IN  PHILADELPHIA. 
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INTRODUCTION  BY  THE  EDITOR 


Harry  Salyards 

Tett  Tettenhorst  leads  off  with  a  meticulously-researched  and  thoughtful 
discussion  of  the  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  of  the  1796  half  cent.  Items  of  such  rarity 
are  generally  discussed  one  at  a  time,  when  they  are  discussed  at  all;  but  Tett 
has  had  the  opportunity  to  examine  and  compare  a  number  of  specimens,  which  makes 
his  piece  a  first-rate  contribution  to  the  half  cent  literature.  Read  it,  and  be 


THE  DR.  EDWARDS  COPY  OF  THE  1796  HALF  CENT 


Why  Do  the  Weights  and  Diameters  Vary  So  Widely? 
R.  Tettenhorst 


This  article  will  present  some  data  not  previously  recorded  on  specimens  of 
the  Dr.  Edwards  Copy  of  the  1796  Half  Cent.  In  particular,  it  will  describe 
the  wide  variation  in  weight  and  width  among  the  pieces  known  to  me,  and  pose 
questions  as  to  why  such  a  wide  variation  should  exist. 

I  will  build  on  the  information  presented  on  pp.  166-7  of  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Half  Cents.  Breen's  is  the  most  comprehensive 
existing  discussion  of  the  Edwards  forgery.  It  also  contains  a  listing  of 
individual  examples  and  auction  appearances.  I  have  also  had  the  benefit  of 
access  to  the  splendid  numismatic  library  of  the  Eric  P.  Newman  Numismatic  Educa¬ 
tion  Society,  and  Mr.  Newman's  assistance  in  identifying  and  locating  relevant 
materials  there.  Finally,  my  observations  are  based  on  direct  personal  study  of 
five  examples  whose  current  locations  are  known,  plus  an  electrotype. 

Let  us  first  review  some  of  the  key  facts  previously  known:  "Dr.  Francis  S. 
Edwards,  whose  decease  brought  his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer, 
was  an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed  the 
appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals,  which, 
though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  (E.  J.  Attinelli:  A 
Bibliography  of  American  Numismatic  Auction  Catalogues,  1876)  Dr.  Edwards  died 
in  1865. 

Edward  Cogan,  in  cataloguing  the  James  E.  Root  sale  held  on  December  16-18,  1878, 
said:  "Lot  391,  1796,  A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece,  from  the  Edwards  dies.  I 

believe  about  twelve  were  circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  This  latter  statement, 
being  in  the  first  person,  is  particularly  significant,  although  the  substance  of  it 
had  previously  appeared  in  Woodward's  catalogue  of  the  Hoffman  sale,  April  24-27, 

1866.  Cogan' s  statement  that  the  remaining  pieces  were  destroyed  is  corroborated 
by  the  fact  that  neither  of  the  two  sales  which  contained  Dr.  Edwards'  collection 
had  a  1796-dated  half  cent  of  any  variety.  These  were  the  Bangs,  Merwin  sales  of 
March  13,  1865,  and  October  16,  1865. 

As  to  known  examples,  Breen  lists  ten  pieces  which  have  appeared  since  1945. 
(There  have  been  other  appearances  of  Edwards  copies  since  his  publication.)  He 
describes  this  list:  "The  following  are  all  of  the  modern  records  of  sale  or  of¬ 
ferings  of  the  Edwards  copies  known  to  me.  How  many  different  specimens  are  involved 
cannot  be  ascertained;  the  coins  were  generally  not  illustrated,  and  those  I  have 
seen  look  so  nearly  alike  that  they  probably  cannot  be  distinguished  short  of  direct 
physical  comparison."  As  mentioned  above,  I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  such  direct 
physical  comparison  of  five  pieces. 

I  have  assigned  the  numbers  B101  to  B110  to  Breen's  list.  In  the  cases  of  B102 
and  B105,  two  appearances  of  each  specimen  are  listed.  These  may  be  referred  to  as 
B102A  and  B102B,  etc.  The  numbering  sequence  starts  at  101  to  allow  smaller  numbers 
to  be  assigned  to  pre-1945  appearances.  In  fact,  as  indicated  above,  Breen  mentions 
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two  of  these.  Bl,  "the  first  record  of  sale,"  was  in  the  Hoffman  sale  mentioned 
above.  B2  was  the  Root  specimen.  There  was  an  example,  which  I  will  call  B3,  in 
the  Bushnell  Sale  of  June  20-24,  1882,  catalogued  by  the  Chapmans.  It  was  lot 
2768,  uncirculated,  and  sold  for  $8.75. 

Four  additional  recent  appearances,  not  necessarily  of  specimens  distinct 
from  B101  to  B110,  are  known  to  me.  They  are: 

Bill:  uncirculated,  with  some  red.  In  the  possession  of  a  Pennsylvania 

dealer  in  the  summer  of  1982. 

B112:  extremely  fine,  in  the  possession  of  a  Massachusetts  dealer  in  the 
summer  of  1984. 

B113:  uncirculated.  Stack's  June  1985  sale.  Lot  No.  586. 

B114 :  VF,  Heritage's  1985  ANA  sale.  Lot  No.  3606,  where  it  was  grouped 
with  low-grade  half  cents  as  a  single  large  lot. 


Some  additional  facts  have  emerged  from  direct  observation  of  specimens  I  have 
seen  (B105,  B109,  Bill,  B112,  B113,  B114)  and  pictures  and  descriptions  in  catalo¬ 
gues.  The  six  pieces  examined  are  all  different.  B105A  and  B105B  are  indeed,  as 
Breen  believed,  the  same  specimen.  B107  is  also  the  same  piece  as  B105.  B109  is 

not  a  "genuine"  example  (whatever  the  word  may  mean  with  respect  to  a  forgery.) 

It  was  withdrawn  from  the  sale  because  it  is  an  electrotype.  This  gives  it  a 
rather  special  place  in  the  annals  of  deception,  a  copy  of  a  fake! 

None  of  the  pieces  show  any  trace  of  an  undertype.  The  surfaces  are  uniformly 
smooth.  Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  deduce  that  they  were  probably  struck  on 
smooth  planchets.  In  fact,  Breen  comments,  "...struck  on  good  quality,  rolled 
copper  planchets ..." 

I  have  been  able  to  find  only  two  references  to  the  weight  of  the  Dr.  Edwards 
copies,  and  both  contain  errors.  Don  Taxay's  excellent  book.  Counterfeit,  Mis- 
struck,  and  Unofficial  U.  S.  Coins  says,  "Actually,  the  Edwards  copy  is  comparatively 
crude,  and  can  be  easily  identified  both  by  its  light  weight  and  general  appearance." 
This  comment  on  weight  is  clearly  incorrect  as  a  generality,  as  will  be  seen  below. 
However,  the  coin  illustrated  in  Taxay's  book  does  not  appear  to  be  one  of  those  I 
have  seen.  His  comment  would  indicate  that  at  least  one  additional  light-weight 
specimen  exists. 

The  only  other  reference  to  weight  I  could  find  was  in  an  article  by  Richard 
D.  Kenney  in  The  Coin  Collector's  Journal,  Jan. -Feb.  1952.  He  lists  the  weight 
as  "4.85  grams  (This  equals  74.7  grains);  genuine  5.05  grams."  However,  the  standard 
for  the  genuine  1796  half  cents  was  5.45  grams  (83.9  grains).  I  have  no  explanation 
for  Kenney's  error  with  respect  to  the  weight  of  the  genuine  coin,  and  quote  it  only 
because  it  caused  me  to  question  also  the  accuracy  of  his  weight  for  the  Edwards 
specimen.  Breen  quotes  Kenney's  weight  for  the  Edwards  piece,  and  gives  the  correct 
weight  for  the  genuine  one.  I  was  unable  to  locate  a  single  reference  to  the 
diameter  of  any  coin. 

The  most  startling  fact  to  emerge  from  direct  observation  of  the  five  pieces 
I  have  examined  (not  including  the  electro,  B109)  is  the  tremendous  variation 
in  their  weights,  and  the  noticeable  variation  in  their  diameters  and  thicknesses. 
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These  are: 


Weight 

Diameter 

"Thickness" 

B105 

59.4  grains 

.915  inches 

90.1  grains  per  sq.  in 

Bill 

91.8  grains 

.977  inches 

122.4  grains  per  sq.  in 

B112 

72.2  grains 

.933  inches 

105.6  grains  per  sq.  in 

B113 

73.8  grains 

.953  inches 

103.5  grains  per  sq.  in 

B114 

64.7  grains 

.924  inches 

96.4  grains  per  sq.  in 

In  this  table  I  have  used  the  ratio  of  weight  per  square  inch  of  surface  area 
as  a  measure  of  relative  thickness.  Only  B112  and  B113  are  close  in  weight  and 
thickness.  No  two  of  the  diameters  are  quite  close.  The  variation  between  Bill, 
the  largest,  and  B105,  the  smallest,  is  extreme.  Bill  exceeds  B105  by  6.6%  in 
diameter,  35.8%  in  thickness,  and  54.5%.  in  weight] 

To  compare  the  absolute  differences  with  familiar  coins,  consider  the  following 
small  table: 


Pairs  of  Coins 


Difference 
in  Diameter 


Difference 
in  Weight 


(Pre-1982)  cent  and  dime  .045  in. 
Nickel  and  cent  .085  in. 
Bill  and  B105  .061  in. 


12.9  gr. 
29.1  gr. 
32.4  gr. 


Why  such  a  great  weight  variation  among  the  few  known  pieces?  Would  not  one 
expect  them  to  have  been  made  at  the  same  time  and  on  planchets  from  a  single  source 
and  of  approximately  equal  weight  and  size?  Having  posed  this  intriguing  question, 
we  have  reached  the  limits  of  the  demanding  world  of  fact.  We  can  only  proceed 
farther  by  entering  the  uncertain,  but  pleasurable,  world  of  speculation. 

At  once,  a  previously  unimportant  semantic  difference  becomes  more  significant. 
Some  references  to  the  known  quantity  of  Dr.  Edwards'  copies  say,  "Only  twelve 
struck."  Other,  more  precise,  descriptions  say,  "Of  those  struck,  all  destroyed 
except  twelve..."  or  words  to  that  effect.  In  fact,  Breen  utilizes  both  comments. 
When  listing  the  quantity  known,  he  states:  "Rarity  7.  Reportedly  twelve  struck." 
And  in  the  next  paragraph  he  gives  Cogan's  fuller  description  relating  to  the 
destruction  of  the  dies,"...  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with 
the  exception  of  twelve..." 

Of  course,  as  to  the  usual  purposes  for  wanting  to  know  the  quantity  extant, 
the  two  statements  have  little  significant  difference.  For  determining  current 
rarity,  or  the  original  distribution,  they  are  essentially  the  same.  However, 
when  the  question  deals  with  variations  among  the  few  existing  specimens,  one  can 
consider  the  differences  of  wording  significant.  For  instance,  if  only  twelve 
had  been  struck,  or  some  number  slightly  larger,  one  might  strongly  expect  the 
planchets  to  be  quite  similar.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  many  as  a  thousand  had 
been  struck  originally,  and  all  but  twelve  subsequently  destroyed,  one  might  have 
less  reason  to  be  surprised  at  finding  considerable  variation  among  planchets. 

Do  we  have  any  clues  as  to  the  number  originally  struck?  Maybe  we  do.  But 
they  are  severely  limited.  Cogan's  statement  is  that  he  believes  only  twelve  were 
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circulated,  "...  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  possession  of  the  late  Dr. 
Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death."  (Underlining  is  mine) 

Let  us  speculate  on  this  perhaps  casual  choice  of  words.  If  there  had  been 
several  hundred  specimens  remaining,  might  not  Cogan  have  been  likely  to  say  more 
than  "all"?  In  his  place,  wouldn't  you  have  been  likely  to  say  something  like, 

"I  destroyed  the  large  hoard  that..."? 

Conversely,  if  as  few  as  three  or  five  remained,  wouldn't  you  be  more  likely 
to  give  the  actual  number,  rather  than  describing  the  small  quantity  as  "all"? 

With  total  subjectivity,  to  my  ear  Cogan 's  choice  of  words  is  most  consistent 
with  his  having  found  and  destroyed  perhaps  six  to  twenty.  In  any  case,  even  a 
somewhat  larger  upper  limit  would  not  lead  one  to  expect  so  many  weights  of  sub¬ 
stantial  difference. 

The  design  of  the  copy  reflects  a  careful  attempt  to  reproduce  the  details  of 
the  original  coin.  The  hair  strands,  pole,  cap,  and  date  of  the  obverse  clearly 
imitate  the  details  of  the  genuine  coin.  So  do  the  fraction,  bow,  leaves  and 
berries  of  the  reverse.  As  an  experienced  numismatist,  why  did  Dr.  Edwards  pay  so 
little  attention  to  approximating  the  weight  of  the  originals?  Short  weight  was  a 
phenomenon  long  well  known,  not  merely  to  numismatists,  but,  at  least  with  gold 
and  silver  coins,  to  shopkeepers  and  to  many  of  the  general  public.  Of  course, 
there  was  a  rather  considerable  war  underway  during  the  1863-65  period... so  perhaps 
he  had  to  make  do  with  individual  scraps  of  available  copper. 

We  have  reached  the  end  of  the  line,  at  least  for  now.  I  have  told  you 
everything  I  know.  In  fact,  I  have  told  you  more  than  I  know  (a  phenomenon  not 
without  precedent  in  literature,  numismatic  as  well  as  general!). 

Where  to  from  here?  I  would  welcome  hearing  from  anyone  on  the  following: 

1.  Records  of  other  appearances  of  the  Edwards  copies,  particularly  those  prior 
to  1945.  Specially  prized  would  be  any  with  photographs  or  descriptions  of 
spots  or  marks  sufficent  to  help  identify  particular  pieces. 

2.  Location,  weight,  diameter,  description,  and  pedigree  of  any  other  pieces 
which  can  currently  be  located. 

3.  Additional  facts  or  hypotheses  to  explain  the  differences  which  have  been 
found  in  the  planchets. 

Write  to  R.  Tettenhorst,  P.0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 
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PLACE  A  BID 


Bidding  is  closed  for  this  lot. 


<  Prev  Lot  |  Browse  Lots  |  Lot#  &  |  Next  Lot  ► 

P.O.  Box  1804  •  Wolfeboro,  NH  03894  •  auction@anrcoins.com 
Toll-Free  866.840.1913  •  Phone  603.569.0823  •  Fax  603.569.3875 

Copyright  ©  2006  American  Numismatic  Rarities,  LLC 
Site  designed  and  developed  by  Vega  Applications  Development,  Inc. 
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R.  TETTENHORST 

220  NORTH  FOURTH  STREET 
SUITE  A 

ST.  LOUIS,  MO  63102 


January  11,  2010 


Mr.  Jim  McGuigan 
Box  133 

N.  Versailles,  PA  15137 


Dear  Jim: 

I  don't  know  if  you  noticed  when  you  examined  the  uniface  Dr. 
Edwards'  copy  at  the  auction  that  the  obverse  and  reverse  are 
rotated  90  degrees.  All  of  the  other  specimens  that  I  have  are 
struck  with  normal  coin  obverse  and  reverse  orientation.  Do 
you  remember  if  any  of  the  other  Dr.  Edwards'  copies  that  you 
examined  had  this  90  degree  rotation  between  the  two  sides? 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


mb 


"Talk  lo  ■' 

Chris, 
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The  Secret  of  the  Good  Samaritan  Shilling 

|  interest  in  the  sale  of  the  Pembroke  shilling  in  1848  in 
I  England  stimulated  discussion  concerning  it  and  the  “origi- 
|  nal”  Bushnell  shilling  was  available  by  1858.  Within  that 
;  period  the  fabricator  should  be  found. 

The  most  notorious  forger  of  coins  in  nineteenth  century 
|  England  was  Singleton,  a  man  about  whom  almost  nothing 
l  is  known,  not  even  his  first  name.  In  Sotheby’s  sale  in  July, 

1  1839,  he  is  described  as  “the  now  well-known  dealer,  whose 
-  sanctified  appearance  and  deceptive  demeanour,  have  but 
too  well  enabled  him  to  succeed  in  disposing  of  his  forgeries 
:  as  genuine,  and  by  so  doing  injure  the  science  of  numismatics 
[  and  defraud  the  unwary.”62  Singleton  used  the  alias,  Dr. 

|  James  Edwards,  of  Waterford,  Ireland,  in  1840  in  selling 
?  coins  in  Plymouth,  England,  and  sometimes  used  the  name 
James.53  Silver  coins  of  England,  Scotland,  etc.  were  being 
profusely  counterfeited  in  1849  and  offered  for  sale  in  a  shop 
in  London54  apparently  by  Singleton.  In  1848,  it  was  said 
‘  that  there  were  only  two  counterfeiters  striking  rare  coins  in 
'  England,  Singleton  and  Emery,  but  Emery  specialized  in 
English  gold  coins  and  died  in  1850.55  Singleton  apparently 
I  was  the  only  rare  coin  fabricator  operating  in  England  after 
1850,  although  the  date  of  his  death  or  his  withdrawal  from 
|  operations  is  unknown. 

There  are  other  American  fabrications  of  the  period  which 
[  can  be  attributed  to  Singleton.  Forgeries  of  a  United  States 
1796  half-cent,  and  a  Charles  Carroll  medal  are  known  as 
|  Edwards’  copies.56  Dr.  Francis  S.  Edwards,  an  English 
If  doctor  and  coin  collector  who  moved  to  New  York  and  died 
**  Leonard  Forrer,  Biographical  Dictionary  of  Medallists  (London,  1904- 
5  16),  Vol.  II,  p.  533- 

53  Numismatic  Chronicle,  Vol.  II  (1840),  p.  256. 

54  Numismatic  Chronicle,  Vol.  XI  (1849),  p.  185. 

55  Gentlemen's  Magazine,  Vol.  184  (July,  1848),  p.  2;  The  Literary  Gazette 
[  and  Journal  (London,  1848),  p.  381. 

:  48  Richard  D.  Kenney,  “Struck  Copies  of  Early  American  Coins,”  Coin 
f  Collector’s  Journal,  Vol.  19,  No.  1  (Jan.-Feb.,  1952),  p.  11. 
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there  in  1865,  was  the  source  of  these  counterfeits  according 
to  Attinelli’s  following  statement : 

To  him  was  attributed  the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces 
of  rare  American  coins  and  medals  which,  though  extremely  well 


executed,  were  quickly  detected.57 

However,  Woodward  indicates  in  his  April,  1866  catalogue 
as  to  the  1796  half-cent  fabrication  that  he  does  not  believe 
Dr.  Francis  S.  Edwards’  statement  that  the  twelve  pieces 


and  the  die  were  bought  by  Edwards  in  London.  Dr.  Francis 
S.  Edwards  is  not  the  same  person  as  the  alias  Dr.  James 
Edwards,  which  was  used  by  Singleton.  Yet  Singleton  prob¬ 
ably  made  the  counterfeits  which  Dr.  Francis  S.  Edwards 
distributed  in  America,  particularly  because  the  die  was 
brought  with  the  coins. 

Since  the  fabricator  of  the  three  pieces  of  Massachusetts; 
silver  heretofore  discussed  was  not  familiar  with  specimens 
of  the  coinage,  and  worked  from  the  Pembroke  illustration^ 
this  points  to  an  English  diecutter  rather  than  to  an  Amefli 
ican  as  the  latter  would  have  had  the  coins  more  readily 
available  and  would  have  copied  from  Felt’s  more  r< 
book  as  Wyatt  did  rather  than  a  1746  publication, 
might  feel  that  Wyatt’s  diecutter  could  have  made  tl 
Massachusetts  silver  fabrications,  but  the  fact  that  Wj 
had  the  same  types  of  coins  made  for  his  own  purposes 
indicate  that  another  source  were  involved. 

The  evidence  indicates  that  Singleton  was  the  most  likely 
person  to  have  made  the  Bushnell  shilling,  the  Noe  19  Oak 
Tree  sixpence,  and  the  Noe  PQ  Pine  Tree  shilling  and  that 
they  were  struck  in  England  between  1848  and  1858. 

57  E.  J.  Attinelli,  Numisgraphics  (New  York,  1876),  p.  42. 
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remaining  seven  are  all  known  to  exist  and  are  listed  below. 

A  second  group  of  dies  was  purchased  by  Dr.  Frank  Smith  Edwards 
of  New  York.  These  included  the  Confederatio  dies  JAB-7  and  8,  the 
Libt*rt>r  CaP  die.  reverse  of  JAB-9,  the  Higley  dies  JAB- 10,  and  the  Letter 
Hamilton  dies  JAB-11.  Edwards  first  appeared  in  the  city  directory  in 
;°850  He  is  listed  as  a  druggist  at  907  Broadway,  but  by  1858  he  is  listed 
a  physician  residing  at  137  West  Twenty-second  Street.  Attinelli  de- 
ribed  him  as  “...an  Englishman  by  birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To 
|jjnl  was  attributed  the  appearance  of  several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare 
\nierican  coins  and  medals,  which,  though  extremely  well  executed,  were 
quickly  detected.”3  These  counterfeits  included  the  1796  half  cent,  the 
Immune  Columbia  pattern  and  the  Charles  Carroll  of  Carrollton  Medals. 
Urider  the  heading  of  “  Fabrications  and  Frauds”  on  page  216  of  his  sixty- 
ninth  sale,  Woodward  writes,  “Under  the  latter  division  of  this  head  the 
first  place  should  be  given  to  Wyatts  Counterfeits  of  the  Pine  Tree  Money; 
neXt  in  order  the  still  viler  counterfeits  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  the  1796 
Half  Cent,  the  Perkins  Washington  Funeral  Medals,  and  the  Chas.  Carroll 
Medals.... 

Woodward’s  continuing  anger  toward  Edwards  seems  to  suggest 
that  he  himself  might  have  been  burned  by  the  good  doctor’s  shenanigans. 
His  fourteenth  sale  of  April  24,  1866,  also  includes  several  caustic  refer¬ 
ences  to  Dr.  Edwards.  Under  lot  944,  a  1796  half  cent  he  writes;  “One  of 
the  Edwards  counterfeits;  as  fine  as  when  it  fell  from  the  die;  this  piece  is 
found  in  no  cabinet  in  the  country;  the  dies  were  destroyed  since  the  death 
of  Dr.  Edwards,  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with  the 
exception  of  twelve  purchased  from  him,  his  statement  being  that  they 
were  bought  in  London.  It  now  appears  that  the  dies  were  made  to  order 
in  New  York  City.”  One  wonders  if  Woodward  was  the  purchaser  of  these 
twelve  1796  half  cents?  Still  later  under  lot  1537,  a  Carroll  Medal  he 
|  writes:  “...Thus  the  matter  rested  till  the  decease  of  a  certain  gentleman  in 
whose  collection  the  dies  were  found,  also  several  impressions  in  various 
metals,  together  with  evidence  showing  that  the  dies  were  recently  made 
in  New  York  City.  The  dies  are  now  destroyed,  together  with  all  the 
^medals  struck  from  them...”;  and  finally  under  lot  2146;  “Washington 
"Funeral  Medal,  HE  IS  IN  GLORY,  THE  WORLD  IN  TEARS ;  rev.  Urn, 

t  i  Emmanuel  J.  Attinelli,  A  Bibliography  Of  American  Numismatic  Auction  Catalogues 
|  1628-1875  (Lawrence:  Quarterman,  1976),  42. 
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inscribed  G.  W.;  splendid,  nearly  proof  impression  in  gold,  several  of  these 
pieces  have,  from  time  to  time  been  sold  as  genuine,  but  it  is  now  known 
that  they  are  counterfeits,  the  dies  having  been  in  the  possession  of  the  late 
Dr.  Edwards;  they  are  now  destroyed,  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck 
from  them,  excepting  the  few  mentioned  as  having  been  sold  to  collec¬ 
tors;...”4  Despite  disclosure  of  this  information,  the  gold  funeral  medal  in 
this  sale  brought  $30.00.  Woodward  had  in  fact  sold  another  example  in 
his  April  28,  1863  sale  lot  2275  for  $55.00.  Regarding  the  Arsenal  and 
Young  America  mules  however,  he  never  again  cataloged  them  using  the 
numbers  struck  as  given  in  the  Finotti  sale. 

Shortly  after  Edwards  died  in  1865  his  estate  was  auctioned  by 
Edward  Cogan.  The  announcement  of  that  sale  shown  here,  lends  cred¬ 
ibility  to  the  commonly  held  view  that  Edwards  was  not  above  passing  his 
counterfeits  to  an  unsuspecting  public.  Cogan  finds  it  necessary  to  reas¬ 
sure  buyers  that  he  has  excluded  “any  piece  that  I  did  not  believe  to  be 
original.”  The  sale  is  rich  with  mulings  from  Bolen’s  dies  including  several 
struck  in  silver,  but  it  is  curiously  lacking  in  any  struck  from  the  Higley 
and  Confederatio  dies. 

In  the  Hoffman  sale  of  April  1866  cited  above,  Woodward  also 
states  that  the  copy  dies  for  the  1796  half  cent,  Carroll  medal,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Funeral  Medal  by  Perkins  were  all  destroyed  after  Edwards’  death. 
The  person  most  likely  to  have  the  opportunity  to  do  this  and  pass  the 
information  along  to  Woodward  was  Edward  Cogan.  That  the  Bolen  dies 
once  owned  by  Edwards  came  into  his  possession  at  this  time  is  borne  out 
by  a  statement  from  Bolen’s  1905  catalog;  “Some  years  after  I  saw  the  No. 
11  dies  in  the  possession  of  Edward  Cogan,  of  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  but  they 
were  ruined  by  rust.”  Cogan  undoubtedly  defaced  and  destroyed  the  copy 
dies,  or  allowed  Bolen  to  do  it  himself,  which  could  explain  another  of  his 
1905  assertions,  “Nos  6,7,8  and  9,  I  destroyed  the  dies....”  To  this  point 
they  have  not  surfaced,  so  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  this  claim.  Several 
pieces  were  struck  from  the  defaced  dies  however,  and  these  did  not  appear 
until  Woodward’s  sixty-ninth  sale,  of  October  13,  1884.  Probably  they 
were  struck  in  1865,  but  remained  with  Cogan  or  Bolen  or  Woodward 
until  this  sale  took  place. 

In  his  nineteenth  and  twentieth  sales,  Woodward  also  named 

4.  The  gold  example  in  Garrett  IV,  lot  1803,  brought  $10,000.  The  same  specimen 
brought  $9,250  in  the  Steinberg  sale  of  May  6,  1992,  lot  86. 
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Half  cents  of  1796  occur  in  two  varieties:  with  pole  to  cap  and 
without.  Unlike  the  1795  half  cent  without  pole  (which  was  caused  by 
regrinding  a  die  that  originally  had  a  pole),  the  omission  on  the  1796 
apparently  was  a  die  blunder.  The  engraver  simply  forgot  to  include 
it  I  The  1796  without  pole  half  cents  that  I  have  seen  or  owned  have 
all  had  a  prominent  horizontal  diebreak  bisecting  the  obverse.  Like  1794 
half  cents,  genuine  issues  of  the  year  1796  tend  to  have  darker 
surfaces — deep  brown  or  even  black.  Also,  porosity  and  surface  ir¬ 
regularities  are  characteristic. 

Probably  no  more  than  15  or  20  examples  are  known  of  this  issue, 
a  population  that  projects  the  1796  half  cent  without  pole  into  the 
forefront  of  American  numismatic  rarities.  Nearly  all  of  these  are  in 
worn  condition,  but  three  in  Uncirculated  grade  have  been  reported. 

The  most  often  seen  (and  this  really  isn't  very  often!)  variety  of  the 
1796  is  that  with  pole  to  cap.  Several  dozen  examples  are  known  of 
this  issue,  a  number  sufficient  that  any  collector  desiring  to  own  one 
can  do  so  with  a  reasonable  amount  of  patience.  Most  known  examples 
are  well  worn,  including  one  coin  with  corroded  surfaces  that  came 
to  light  when  excavations  were  made  during  the  restoration  of  portions 
of  Independence  Hall  in  Philadelphia. 

In  the  nineteenth  century  one  Dr.  Edwards  sold  a  struck  copy  of  the 
1796  half  cent  with  pole,  made  by  Singleton,  a  British  coiner.  Singleton's 
intention  was  not  to  make  a  counterfeit  coin  for  circulation  but,  rather, 
to  provide  a  “space  filler"  for  numismatists  who  could  not  find  or  could 
not  afford  an  authentic  example.  This  piece  differs  from  the  original 
1796  half  cent  in  the  style  of  the  head  and  the  larger  size  of  the  letters. 

One  of  the  surprises  I  encountered  during  the  early  1950s  when  I  was 
beginning  my  numismatic  interest  was  the  result  of  ordering  a  half  cent 
that  was  described  something  like,  "1796  half  cent.  Extremely  Fine, 
$300,"  from  A.J.  Fink,  a  Dayton,  Ohio  dealer.  Believing  that  the  piece 
should  be  worth  at  least  $1,000  at  the  time,  but  hoping  for  the  best 
anyway,  I  mailed  my  order.  By  return  mail  came  a  1796  Edwards  copy. 
I  was  but  an  amateur  at  the  time,  but  I  did  possess  a  copy  of  Richard 
Kenney's  monograph,  Struck  Copies  of  Early  American  Coins,  and  I 
instantly  recognized  the  "1796  half  cent"  for  what  it  was— a  forgery. 

I  sent  the  piece  back  to  the  dealer  with  a  fairly  long  and  helpful  (so 
I  thought)  explanation  of  what  the  piece  really  was,  believing  that  Mr. 
Fink  somehow  was  not  familiar  with  either  the  Edwards  copy  or  Ken¬ 
ney's  monograph.  Back  came  a  rather  tart  reply:  "You  did  not  expect 
an  original  piece  for  $300,  did  you7" 

Around  1968  I  acquired  another  1796  Edwards  half  cent  as  part  of 
a  collection.  I  took  a  pair  of  tinsnips  and  ait  the  coin  into  four  pieces — 
and  then  threw  it  away— so  that  it  would  not  fall  into  the  hands  of 
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a  future  collector  and  cause  deception.  My  reason  for  destroying  this 
piece,  a  coin  that  might  have  some  numismatic  interest  on  its  own,  was 
more  than  justified  by  the  fact  that  the  collector  from  whom  I  purchased 
it  had  acquired  it  as  a  genuine  piece  many  years  earlier.  It  was  with 
a  touch  of  mixed  feelings  that  I  listened  to  a  half  cent  specialist  at  a 
convention  a  decade  later.  "Have  you  ever  seen  an  Edwards  copy?" 
He  asked.  I  told  him  the  story  of  the  two  which  I  had  seen  or  owned. 
"1  would  pay  $2,000  for  one,"  he  then  informed  me!  Actually,  while 
the  Edwards  copy  possesses  numismatic  merit  on  its  own — it  has  a  story 
to  tell — it  undoubtedly  would  be  subject  to  seizure  by  government 
authorities  under  federal  counterfeiting  laws,  so  anyone  buying  one 
would  encounter  a  risk  of  confiscation,  not  to  mention  illegality. 

The  last  year  of  the  1794-1797  design,  1797,  encompasses  charac¬ 
teristics  of  its  own.  Pieces  of  this  date  are  generally  sharper,  as  far  as 
definition  of  details  is  concerned,  than  are  issues  of  1795.  Often  they 
are  seen  struck  on  large  planchets,  a  feature  that  gives  the  milling  or 
denticles  on  the  obverse  an  unusual  prominence.  These  bold  toothlike 
projections  tend  to  frame  the  central  portrait  and  give  the  issues  a  special 
appeal.  Some  half  cents  of  1797  are  known  struck  on  planchets  made 
from  cut-down  Talbot,  Allum  &  Lee  cents.  These  typically  show  traces 
of  lettering  and  ship's  rigging  and  lend  a  dimension  of  interest. 

Most  1797  half  cents  are  of  the  plain  edge  variety.  However,  a  few 
were  struck  on  planchets  with  lettered  edges.  Unlike  lettered-edge  half 
cents  of  early  1795  and  earlier  times,  whith  were  struck  on  thicker  and 
heavier  disks,  the  plain-edge  1797  issues  are  struck  on  thin,  light  plan¬ 
chets.  Specimens  of  the  lettered  edge  1797  half  cent  are  scarce  in  all 
grades  and  are  exceedingly  rare  in  any  preservation  above  Fine.  In  fact, 
I  do  not  recall  ever  haviiig  seen  one  better  than  Very  Fine. 

A  curious  variety  among  1797  half  cents  is  the  Low  Head  issue,  which 
features  the  portrait  of  Miss  Liberty  far  too  low  on  the  coin,  crowding 
the  date  against  the  border.  All  lettered  edge  1797  half  cents  are  struck 
from  the  Low  Head  die,  but  many  plain-edge  half  cents  were  struck 
from  these  dies  as  well. 

The  best  known  1797  half  cent  variety  is  the  1  above  1  issue.  The 
engraver  first  started  the  date  very  high  in  the  field  and  near  Miss  Liber¬ 
ty's  hair.  This  error  was  realized  as  soon  as  the  first  digit  was  in  the 
die.  Subsequently  the  date  was  correctly  cut  in  the  proper  place,  but 
the  erroneous  1  was  not  effaced  from  the  die,  so  on  specimens  seen 
today  it  is  sharp  and  clearly  visible. 

Half  cents  of  1797  are  often  seen  on  deep  brown  or  even  black  plan¬ 
chets,  reflective  of  the  quality  of  the  copper  used  to  make  them.  With 
relatively  few  exceptions,  most  are  in  well-worn  grades.  Somewhere 
in  my  memory  is  the  sight,  around  1954,  of  a  mint  red  Uncirculated 
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1796  Edwards  Copy.  Rarity-7.  MS-65  BN.  A  superb,  fully 
struck  example  with  lovely  chocolate  brown  surfaces  display¬ 
ing  faint  lustre.  Traces  of  lighter  tan  areas  display  very  faint 
traces  of  original  red.  A  small  spot  over  the  digit  9  will  sene  to 
identify  this  specimen  in  the  future.  The  edge  of  this  piece  is  a 
bright  coppery  pink  with  numerous  filemarks  in  various  direc¬ 


tions. 

Several  elements  of  a  first-class  mystery  surround  the  Edwards  copy  of  the 
17‘>6  half  cent  and  certain  other  pieces  attributed  to  the  same  person.  In  his 
1876  study  of  past  numismatic  literature,  Numisgraphics,  Emmanuel  J. 
Attinelli  commented:  “Dr.  Francis  Slmith]  Edwards,  whose  decease  brought 
his  large  and  valuable  collection  under  the  hammer,  was  an  Englishman  by 
birth,  by  profession  a  physician.  To  him  was  attributed  the  appearance  of 
several  counterfeit  pieces  of  rare  American  coins  and  medals,  which, 
though  extremely  well  executed,  were  quickly  detected."  On  October  16, 
20,  1865,  a  catalogue  prepared  by  Edward  D.  Cogan  was  described  as  con¬ 
taining  “A  Very  Extensive  and  Valuable  Collection  of  American  and  Foreign 
('.old,  Silver,  and  Copper  Coins  and  Medals,  also  Colonial.  Pattern,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Presidential  and  Political  Pieces."  The  items  were  further  identified 
as  “The  Property  of  the  I  .ale  Dr.  F.S.  Edwards  of  New  York. 

In  our  auction  of  the  Artnand  Champa  Library,  Part  III,  Lot  211,  cata¬ 
loguer  Charles  Davis  commented:  “We  know  very  little  of  Dr.  Frank  Smith 
Edwards,  whose  name  is  associated  with  copies  of  the  1796  half  cent,  1785 
Immune  Columbia,  and  1737  Higlcy  copper.  The  present  sale  catalogue, 
the  contents  of  which  established  the  owner  as  a  serious  collector,  however, 
makes  no  reference  to  Edwards'  fabrications.  The  first  hint  comes  from 
W  E.  Woodward’s  April  1866  sale,  where  he  describes  a  half  cent  as  One  of 
the  Edwards  counterfeits.  The  dies  were  destroyed  since  the  death  of  Dr. 
Edwards,  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with  the  exception 
of  12  put  chased  from  him.  This  statement  being  that  they  were  bought  in 
London.  Now  it  appears  that  the  dies  were  made  in  New  York.’  From 
Edwards’  apparent  failure  to  associate  his  name  with  their  manufacture,  we 
may  infer  that  they  were  struck  to  deceive." 

The  Woodward  catalogue  in  question  is  quite  enlightening,  and  under 
Lot  2146  a  Washington  funeral  medal  with  the  inscription  HE  IS  IN 
GLORY,  THE  WORLD  IN  TEARS,  a  “splendid,  nearly  Proof  impression  in 
gold,”  bears  this  accompanying  notation:  “Several  of  these  pieces  have,  from 
time  to  time,  been  sold  as  genuine,  but  it  is  now  known  that  they  are  coun¬ 
terfeits,  the  dies  having  been  in  the  possession  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards;  they 
are  now  destroyed,  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  excepting 
the  few  mentioned  as  having  been  sold  to  collectors;  the  medals  are  in  con¬ 
sequence  much  rarer  than  the  originals;  this  one  was  purchased  from  Dr.  E. 
as  genuine,  with  a  voluntary  oiler  on  his  part  to  verify  a  genuineness  under 
oath.  . .”  ... 

Another  possibility— another  clement  of  the  mystery— is  t^at  these  pieces 
may  have  been  struck  in  Birmingham,  England,  and  imported  by  Dr. 
Edwards.  Little  is  known  concerning  this  avenue,  and  investigation  is  pio- 
ceeding. 

Returning  to  the  half  cent  that  is  the  subject  of  the  present  lot,  we  note 
that  this  and  other  Edwards  copies  of  this  famous  rarity  are  rather  crude, 
die-struck  forgeries  which  imitate  the  design  in  use  late  in  the  18th  century. 
Careful  examination  shows  extensive  die  polishing  lines  and  other  die  de¬ 


fects  It  is  unknown  how  many  examples  survive  from  the  12  known  to 
Woodward.  Walter  Breen  in  his  half  cent  Encyclopedia  provided  auction 
records  mostly  after  1945.  which  outlined  10  examples,  probably  with  some 
duplication.  Further  evidence  as  to  the  number  extant  is  contained  m  an 
hY  hair  rent  collector  R.  T^ttenhorsLjwluclj^^ 

llvr  specific  examples  along 
.rrrrT^rT^^WTlt  is  likely  that  he  was  not  aware  of  the  current  speci¬ 
men  which  would  be  No.  6.  Most  likely,  the  number  ol  known  specimens 
ranges  between  eight  and  12  pieces. 

The  present  specimen,  off  the  market  for  several  generations,  now  conies 
forth  to  delight  holders  of  the  present  catalogue  and  intending  bidders.  It 
may  be  years  before  another  is  available. 

Weight:  89.3  grains;  diameter:  24.4mm;  specific  gravity:  9.02. 

From  the  estate  of  T.E.  I. eon.  No  earlier  pedipree  is  available. 


UNITED  STATES  HALF  CENTS 
1796  DR.  EDWARDS  COPY 


1288. 


1289. 

1290. 

1291. 

1292. 

1293. 

1294. 

1295. 

1296. 

1297. 

1298. 

1299. 

1300. 

1301. 

1302. 

1303. 

1304. 

1305. 

1306. 

1307. 

1308. 

1309. 

1310. 

1311. 


1796  Pole  to  cap,  the  so-called  Dr.  Edwards  variety .(  (3  l05  fr 

Extremely  Fine  to  About  Uncirculated.  While  not  V _ 

officially  struck  at  the  Mint,  the  Dr.  Edwards  specimens 
are  extremely  rare  and  in  demand .  Records  over  the 
past  three  years  have  found  these  selling  from  $600.00  to 
$1,250.00.  The  last  specimen  we  offered  sold  for  the 
sum  of  $605.00. 

1804  G-2,  plain  4,  stemless.  Very  Fine,  $15.00 

1804  G-7,  spiked  chin,  protruding  tongue .  V. Fine,  $17.50 

1804  G-8,  State  2.  Very  Fine,  $17.50 

1806  Small  6,  not  in  Gilbert.  Very  Fine,  rare,  $30.00 
1806,  1809  Nearly  Fine,  2  pieces,  $13.50 

1807  G-l.  About  Fine,  $7.50 
1809  over  6  Very  Fine  plus,  $35.00 
1809  over  6  Very  Fine,  $30.00 

1809  Uncirculated,  dark  steel  color,  $25.00 
1811  Good  to  Very  Good,  rare,  $25.00 
1825  G-l  Extremely  Fine,  $17.50 
1826-29-33  Very  Good  to  Fine,  3  pieces  -- 

1833  About  Uncirculated,  some  red,  $15.00 

1834  G-l  Very  Fine,  $9.00 

1835  G-l  About  Uncirculated,  reddish  brown,  $15.00 
1835,  1851  Very  Fine,  2  pieces,  $15.00 

1849  Very  Fine  plus,  $25.00 

1850  Very  Fine  plus,  $15.00 

1851  Extremely  Fine,  $12.50 

1853,  1855  Extremely  Fine,  2  pieces,  $20.00 

1856  About  Uncirculated,  trace  of  red,  $17.50 

1857  Extremely  Fine,  $25.00 
1857  About  Fine,  $12.50 
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Presenting  The- 


Penn -Ohio  Convention 

AUCTION  SAL>B 

HOTEL  WEBSTER  HALL  —  Pittsburgh,  Penna. 

MAY  12-13-14.  1961 

- - ■<•••• 

ORDER  OF  SALE 

FRIDAY,  MAY  12th,  7:00  P.  M. 

Lots  #1  through  #530 

SATURDAY,  MAY  13th,  1:00  P.  M. 

Lots  #531  through  #1151 

SUNDAY,  MAY  Nth,  10:00  A.  M. 

Lots  #1152  through  #1659 

TO  BE  SOLD  WITHOUT  RESERVE 

Rare  United  States 

Foreign  and  Ancient  Coins 

U.  S.  Currency  and  Medals 

TVonld  7tccmC&4natiqcce&, 

Three  Thirty  Three  West  First  Street  -  Dayton  2,  Ohio 


JAMES  KELLY,  President 


HELEN  PRICE,  Treasurer 


U  S.  HALF  CENTS 


1382.  1793  Only  year  of  this  type.  Obverse  Fine,  reverse 
slightly  better.  Was  purchased  as  Very  Fine  and  cost 
$300.00 

1383.  1794  Large  planchet,  lettered  edge.  Reverse  struck  at 
right  angles  to  obverse.  Shows  very  little  wear.  Reportedly 
cost  $350.00 

1384.  1795  Lettered  edge,  punctuated  date,  G-3.  Fine  or 
slightly  better,  valued  at  $175.00 

1385.  1796  Thin  planchet,  plain  edge,  pole  to  cap.  The  famous 

Dr.  Edwards  coin,  records  state  only  12  struck  and  6  l©5& 

possibly  fewer  exist  today.  Practically  Uncirculated, 
medium  brown  color.  Latest  auction  record  was  $675.00, 
although  one  was  advertised  in  April,  1960  for  $1,250.00 

1386.  1797  Lettered  edge,  struck  on  planchet  cut  down  from 
1796  Cent,  "6"  plain  in  obverse  field.  "America"  on 
reverse  is  not  sharp;  however,  this  is  due  to  striking 
rather  than  wear.  Considered  Very  Fine  by  consignor. 

While  one  of  the  finest  specimens  we  have  ever  seen, 
prefer  to  call  it  Very  Good  to  Fine,  Valued  at  $500.00. 

1387.  1797  Plain  edge,  G-2.  Thick  pLanchet  and  low  head  as  on 
the  lettered  edge  variety.  About  Fine,  rare,  valued  at 
$150.00 

1388.  1804,  1809  Fine  to  Very  Fine,  2pieces  — 

1389.  1804  Plain  4.  Very  Fine  plus  -- 

1390.  1807-26-28-29  Good  to  About  Fine,  4  pieces  -- 

1391.  1809,  1854  Very  Fine  plus,  2  pieces  — 

1392.  1809,  1851  Fine  or  better,  2  pieces  — 

1393.  1811  Extremely  Fine  to  About  Uncirculated,  dark  steel 
color.  Rare  and  choice,  valued  at  $235.00 

1394.  1826,  1857  Fine  or  slightly  better,  2  pieces  — 
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A.  N.  A.  Convention 

Auction  Sale 

August  16*17*18*19,  1961 

Hotel  Biltmore  -  Atlanta,  Georgia 

*  *  *  *  * 

ORDER  OF  SALE 

FIRST  SESSION: 

Friday  Afternoon,  1:00  P.  M.  -  Lots  1  to  600 
SECOND  SESSION: 

Friday  Evening,  7:00  P.  M.  -  Lots  601  to  1248 
THIRD  SESSION: 

Saturday  Afternoon,  1:00  P.M.-Lots  1249  to  End 


RARE  UNITED  STATES 

FOREIGN  AND  ANCIENT  COINS 
U.  S.  CURRENCY  AND  MEDALS 


CATALOGUED  AND  SOLD  BY 

James  Kelly 

LICENSED  AND  BONDED  '  AUCTIONEER 

WORLD  NUMISMAT1QUES ,  INC. 

Three  Thirty  Three  West  First  Street,  Dayton  2,  Ohio 

JAMES  KELLY,  President  HELEN  PRICE,  Treasurer 

-  1  - 


COIN  WORLD  Wednesday,  August  18, 1976 


Paris  Mint  exhibit  new  attraction 
for  visitors  during  ANA  gathering 


The  French  Cultural  Center,  972  bas-relief  sculpture  and  coinage, 
Fifth  Ave.  New  York  City,  will  be  including  the  innovative  and  pop- 
the  site  of  an  outstanding  ular  issues  of  the  "Club  Francais 
numismatic  exhibit  Aug.  23  de  la  Medaille.” 
through  Sept  1 ,  as  the  Paris  Mint,  This  club,  a  service  of  the  Pans 
Monnaie  de  Paris,  presents  a  ma-  Mint,  offers  a  wide  variety  of 
jor  display  of  French  medallic  art.  limited  editions  of  Paris  Mmt 

Timed  to  coincide  with  the  85th  medals,  and  is  publisher  of  an  in- 
anniversary  convention  of  the  ternationally  circulated 
American  Numismatic  trimestral  bulletin  devoted  to  the 
Association,  the  exhibit  will  cover  art  and  the  history  of  the  medal, 
all  areas  of  medallic  art,  Neil  S.  Cooper,  president  of 

Free  tour  available  for  ANA  ladies 

A  special  tour  of  the  Manhattan  Art  &  Antiques  Center  on  Friday  mor¬ 
ning,  Aug.  27,  has  been  added  to  the  fare  for  women  attending  the  85th 
anniversary  American  Numismatic  Association  convention  in  New 
York  City. 

A  special  bus  will  visit  the  convention  hotel  to  provide  transportation 
to  the  center,  which  houses  85  antique  and  collectible  shops  on  three 

There  is  no  charge  for  the  bus  service  and  admission  to  the  center  is 
free,  according  to  Agnes  Alones,  chairlady  for  the  Ladies’  Activities 
Committee. 


PACE’S  ANA  SELECTIONS 

We've  decided  to  advertise  again  and  straw  off  our  New  Store.  We're  across  from  ttie  Sheraton  Hotel, 
the  center  ot  the  convention  and  auction  district.  Also  three  blocks -from  the  Americana  Hotel.  ANA. 
Headquarters,  No  table,  but  well  be  in  and  out  between  the  store  and  the  show,  buying  or  selling.  Stop 


COLONIAL  CURRENCY 
SHEETS 

DELAWARE  -  Jan.  1.  1776.  Double  Uncut 

Shillings.  A  Signed  and  Oated  Showptece  in 
Pristine  Condition  1695.00 

RHODE  ISLAND  —  July  2. 1780.  Double  Uncut. 
Sheet  of  16  Notes.  Two  Each  of  SI ,  S2.  S3.  $4. 


1883-CC  MS-60+  Proof-Lik 


Scarce  as  Above  But  Much  Scarcer  Than  a 


W/always  R* 
Color  Date  Wi 


Diebreak.  Reddish  B 
k  as  Usual.  Full  Hair.  A 
dition  Census.  Rare 


POTPOURRI 

CALIF.  St  GOLD  ROUND  1870-G.  LEE  ML 
#9  EF  Plugged.  Rare . 


1304  Spike  Chin.  G-8.  Li 
Lustrous  Brown  Unc.  . 
1806  Small  "6",  Stems  Fine 


6IOt 


International  Numismatic  Agen¬ 
cy,  is  curator  of  the  exhibition.  His 
firm  specializes  in  medallic  art, 
and  is  an  official  distributor  of  the 
works  of  the  general  collection  of 
the  Paris  Mint  for  the  U.S. 

A  special  attraction  of  the 
French  exhibition  will  be  the 
presence  of  a  number  of  medals 
dealing  with  the  American 
Revolution,  Independence,  and  the 
Bicentennial.  The  Paris  Mint  was 
producer  of  all  of  the  earliest  U.S. 
medals,  including  such  famous 
pieces  as  “Washington  before 
Boston”  and  Benjamin  Franklin's  j 
‘  ‘Libertas  Americana.  ’  ’ 

The  Paris  Mint’s  many  medallic 
tributes  to  the  Bicentennial  have  I 
received  considerable  publicity  in 
the  numismatic  press  and  are  a 
valuable  addition  to  the  medallic 
history  of  the  event,  Cooper  notes,  i 

The  role  of  France  as  America's 
oldest  ally  has  received  con- 1 
siderable  attention  in  the' 
Bicentennial  celebrations,  in  the; 
first  and  second  world  wars,  and 
at  the  time  of  the  Centennial  of 
American  Independence  in  1876, 
Cooper  pointed  out.  The  New  York 
exhibition  will  underline  this 
relationship  once  again. 

The  French  Cultural  Center  is 
open  to  the  public  from  9:30  a. m. 
to  5  p.m.  Mailing  address  for  the 
International  Numismatic  Agency 
is  East  River  Savings  Bank 
Building,  225  Lafayette  St.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10012. 

New  shop  opens 
in  Portland,  Ore. 

A  new  coin  shop  opened  in 
Portland,  Ore.,  June  21  by  Vance 
Guffey  and  Jim  Wilhite  is  known 
as  "American  Coins  and  Precious 
Metals.” 

Located  at  .5901  S.E.  Foster 
Road,  the  shop  handles  U.S.  and 
foreign  coins,  books  and  supples, 
as  well  as  precious  metal  bullion. 

The  owners  do  their  own  silver 
assaying  and  refining,  and  offer  a  | 
24-hour  silver  assaying  service. 


FOREIGN 


interesting  rumor  ot  a  high  grade  184 
1800. 2  leaf  variety. 

CENTS 

1877  G-VGS1 10.00:  EF+ 
l908-SRed&Bm.  Unc . 


1909-SVDB  VF-EF 
1909-SRedUnc.  . 
1914-DRediBm.Upc.  . 


1896-SVG+ 
1915-SCh  Unc.  MS- 
1917  TylFHCh.Un 


WEIMAR  GERMANY 
3  MARK  PIECES 

8REMERHAVEN  Y-53  BU  .180 

MARBURG  Y-56  BU  .150 

LESSING  Y-62BU .  75 

HINDENBURG1929-F BUY-65  .  ...  39 

HINDENBURG  Y-65  Matte  Proof  160 

MEISSEN  Y-67  EF  .  58 

EVAC.  OF  RHINE  Y-72BU  42 

GOETHE  Y-76  EF  .  78 

GERMANY 

REUSS-GREIZ  2  Mark  1892  Y-S7.  J-117. 

AURare  495 

REUSS-SCHLEIZ  2  Mark  1884  Y-S7.  J-120. 

AU.  Rare  ....  595 

RUSSIAN  ROUBLES 

1891  Y-46  Choice  BU  175 

1898  Y-61  Alex  II  Memorial,  EF  With  Some  S 
face  Marks  But  Still  Rare  240 

AUSTRIA 

H.R.E.  TYROL.  Hall  Mint  Double  Taler  N 
168QDav.-3247Ex.Rne  . .  575. 

ITALY 

10  Lire  1926  Y-68  EF  125. 

2  Lire  1911  Y-49  Regular  Issue  EF  125. 
25  Cents  1903-RAU  35. 

50  Cents  1924  Plain  Edge  Y-64  Modern  Itall 
Rarity  EF-AU .  550. 

PUERTO  RICO 

Crown  1895  Toned  Unc  W/Some  Bagmar 
Rare  in  This  State  of  Preservation  410 
40  Centavo  1895  EF  .  135 


HALVES 

1854  Arrows  Toned  AU  16 

1858- 0  Toned  AU  11 

1859- 0  Toned  AU  11 

1874  Arrows  Toned  AU  25 

Same.  Nice  Toned  Unc  MS-60  44 

1894-S  Attractively  Toned  Ch.  Unc 
MS-65  59 

1902  Ch.  Proof  Peripheral  Toning  67 

1917  Gem  Toned  Unc.  FHH  .  12 

1934-SCti.  Unc.  \  FHH  46 

1942Ch.  Proof  Hart  14 

SILVER  DOLLARS 

1843  Toned  AU  H 


1  Pfen  1894  Red  Unc. 


57  50 


MISCELLANEOUS 

0AN2IG  1648  Gold  Ducat  F-15  Ladislaw  IV  ■ 

Tiny MdumEF RARE  ...  475.00 

PORTUGAL  Gold  4  Escudos  1796  F-95  Cb 
EF-AUW/MirwAdlMark  425  00 

SOUTH  AFRICA  Boxed  1958  gold  Prool 
Set.  11  Pieces  350  Sets  Rate  650.00 


PACE  COIN  &  STAMP  CO.  INC. 

Phoo*  212-M1-4733 
ANA-  LM  Opm  Monday  Thru  Saturday 
in  Savanth  Ava.  (W.  5«th)  Ntw  York.  N.Y.  10019 


WANT  TO  SAVE  MONEY? 
READ  THIS . . . 


U.S.  HALF  CENTS  TO  SILVER  DOLLARS  -  FOREIGN  MINORS  -  GOLD 
COINS  -  MAJOR  MINT  ERRORS  (CATLOG  AVAIL)  CURRENCY 
LARGE  &  SMALL  -  COIN  JEWELRY  ALSO  -  RINGS  ETC. 


★  WE  SELL  MOST  COINS  GRADED  AG  TO  PROOF 

★  WE  SPECIALIZE  IN  COINS  &  CURRENCY  PRICED  UP  TO  $100.00 

★  WE  HAVE  GREAT  STARTER  SETS. 

★  WE  TRY  TO  SELL  AT  LESS  THAN  TRENDS  (UNLESS  WHOLESALE  IS 
HIGHER  THEN  WE  SELL  10%  ABOVE  GRAY  SHEET  ASK) 
(WHOLESALE). 

★  WE  OFFER  10  DAY  RETURN.) 

★  FAST  SERVICE  &  FAIR  GRADING. 

TRY  US. 

★  NEED  WE  SAY  MORE? 

Thank  You 
Neil  Osina 


VARIETY  COIN  CENTER 

24  W.Valley  Blvd.  Althambra,  Calif.  91801 

Member  -  ANA  52401,  NECA,  CONE,  CSNA,  NASC,  Nationwide  teletype  -  our  18th  Lucky  year 
Business  -  Over  23  yrs.  Total  Experience. 


Vamtmbor,  coin  co Hooting  li  Iho  only  hobby  In  thi 


“TRIBUTE  TO  THE  OLYMPICS" 


r.  tait  McKenzie  famous  art  medallion 
NOW  AVAILABLE  for  first  time  to  public 

The  International  Numismatic  Agency,  East  River  Savings  Bank  Building,  225  Lafayette  Street. 
New  York  City,  New  York  10012  announces  the  availability  for  the  first  time  to  the  public  of  the 
famous  Robert  Tait  McKenzie  "Tribute  to  the  Olympics"  art  medallion. 

The  three  inch  (3")  art  medallion,  minted  in  deep  relief  at  Medallic  Art  Company,  was  originally 
modeled  for  the  Swedish  Olympic  Games  of  1912  held  in  Stockholm.  Never  before  made  available 
to  the  public,  examples  may  be  found  in  the  Yale  University  Art  Gallery,  Fitzwilliam  Museum, 
Cambridge  England,  Amherst  College,  City  Art  Museum  of  Saint  Louis,  National  Gallery  of  Canada. 
Ottowa. 

Dr.  Robert  Tait  McKenzie,-  (1867-1938)  noted  author  and  professor  of  physical  education, 
specialized  in  sculpturing  the  human  body  and  figures  of  athletes  engaged  in  all  manners  of  sports. 
He  sought  to  reproduce  as  accurately  as  possible  the  lean  nervous  physique  of  American  young 
men  and  he  gained  artistic  fame  for  his  scientific  approach  to  figure  studies. 

The  “Tribute  to  the  Olympics  Medallion"  Is  now  available  to  collectors  in  a  Bronze  edition  priced  at 
$17.50  each  and  a  Pure  Silver  edition  (.999  Fine  Silver)  priced  at  $145.00  each. 


INTERNATIONAL  NUMISMATIC  AGENCY 


East  River  Savings  Bank  Building,  225  Lafayette  St. 


New  York  City,  N.Y.  10012 


COIN  WORLD,  Wednesday,  November  8, 1978 
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Publishers  release  paper  book 


The  ninth  -edition  of  Paper  been  released  by  the  co-pub- 
Money  of  the  United  States  by  Ushers,  Coin  and  Currency  In- 
Robert  Friedberg  has  just  . 

Wis. 

This  new  256-page  edition 
has  been  substantially  im¬ 
proved  over  previous  editions 
principally  by  combining  the 
text  descriptions  of  the  various 
types  of  paper  money  issues 
with  the  catalog  listings.  An¬ 
other  major  improvement  is 
the  introduction  of  detailed  in¬ 
formation  on  the  notes  pro¬ 
duced,  including  star  notes,  in 
each  series. 

Every  price  in  the  catalog 
has  been  carefully  reviewed  to 
reflect  the  increased  values 
New  ninth  edition  of  standard  that  have  occurred  since  the 
paper  money  references  fea-  eighth  edition  was  released  in 
many  revisions  and  1975.  For  the  first  time,  a  panel 
of  experts  in  the  field  of  paper 


money  collecting  has  I 
lized  to  apply  current  market 
values  to  the  listings. 

Improvements  include  the 
moving  of  the  introduction  for 
each  series  from  the  front  of 
the  book  to  the  beginning  of 
each  series  listing.  More  com¬ 
plete  descriptions  now  accom¬ 
pany  the  explanation  of  each 

Other  improvements  include 
the  quantities  printed  for  all 
small  size  notes  and  values 
have  been  added  for  all  star 
notes  produced. 

Values  for  National  Bank 
notes  by  states  have  been  in¬ 
corporated  with  the  regular 
National  Bank  note  section  and 
a  complete  page  is  afforded 
each  denomination  and  type, 
including  a  picture  of  both 
obverse  and  reverse. 

As  with  previous  editions, 


the  standard  reference 
from  which  the  Friedberg 
numbers  (the  hobby  standard 
for  all  U.S.  paper  money)  orig- 

The  ninth  edition  covers  all 
large  and  small  size  U.S.  notes 
from  1861  to  date,  fractional 
currency  from  1861  to  1878  and 
encased  postage  stamps. 

Included  is  a  complete  list¬ 
ing  of  all  charter  numbers  in 
the  order  they  are  assigned  to 
each  respective  National 
Bank. 

The  ninth  edition  of  Paper 
Money  of  the  The  United 
States,  retails  for  $17.50  and 
may  be  purchased  from  local  A  1977  Else^ower  dollar 
coin  shops  or  bookstores.  It 
can  also  be  ordered  direct 
from  the  publisher,  Krause 
Publications,  700  E.  State  St., 
lola,  Wis.,  54945. _ 


Ike  spruces  up  cover 

A  1977  Eisenhower  dollar  is  the  numis  in  this  PNCover  that 
highlights  all  of  the  regular  postage  issues  of  1977,  and  is  post¬ 
marked  Dec.  31.  Limited  issue  of  25  covers  may  be  ordered  from 
Ewell  Gunter,  2905  S.  Rita  Way,  Santa  Ana,  Calif.  927W  for  $13.50 
each. 


jMiJi&-w  eeiJts  ' 


TUetcU 


1 793  G-VG-6  Even  wear . 

1 793  VG-8  Few  light  Reverse  scratches . 

“No  Pole”  Excessively  rare!  Fair  w/good 


1918/7-D  Choice  BU-60+.  The  finest  overdate  on  the 
market  today.  Lovely  original  surfaces  with  very  sharp 
strike!  Don’t  wait  on  this! . 9,250.00 


1921  Choice  BU-60+  with  full 
awav  from  a  31,000  coin! 
1923-S  Gem  BU-65+  Sharp  w 


1796  Edward’s  Copy  Very  rare  with  only  12  struck 
XF-40  .  595.00 


BIO? 


1793  Chain  S-3  F-VF-15  Light  planchet  cracks,  I 
sharp  with  decent  surfaces.  Nicer  than  it  sounds . 

1793  Wreath  S-8  A.  Finc-10  Sharp  and  Nice . 

1793  Wreath  S-5  VF-20  Sharp  with  nice  light  col¬ 
or.  Few  light  handling  marks . 1 

1805  S-267  AU-55  Very  sharp,  unblemished,  red 

and  brown  planchet! . 

1808  13  Stars  AU-50.  A  beautiful  light  choc,  plane 
above  average  strike!  One  of  the  nicest  I’ve  seen 
814  Choice  Borderline  Unc.-55+.  A  Superb  sir 
lovely  brown  surfaces.  I’ve  seen  weirs 


1920- D  Gem  BU-65+  with  full  strike!  Very  rare 

this  nice . 1,150.00 

1921- S  Superb  BU-65/70  with  the  fullest  struck  Reverse 

I’ve  ever  seen  on  this  date!  A  finer  coin  cannot  exist! 

only . 1,250.00 

1926-S  Choice  BU-65  Full  strike!  Lustrous  sur¬ 
faces .  975.IX) 

1794  F-VF-15  Nice  Even  wear .  775.00 


1 927-S  BU-60  Rare  ai 

1932-D  BU-60+ . 

1932-D  BU-65 . 


,595.<X) 
695.00 
. .  795.00 

!°  *125000 


1795/ 1795  Fine-12  Recut  dr 
1 795  Ah.  XF-35+  Sharp,  original,  no  problems ...  1. 
1795  XF-AU-45+  0-103  Very  sharp.  Choice  lus¬ 
trous  surfaces.  A  beautv! .  1  i 

1815/2  VF-20 . 

1815/2  VF-30 . 

1820  Large  Date  BU-60+  Scarce! . 

1828  Choice  BU-60+  Fully  struck  with  blazing 


I  1839-0  BU-60+O 


1 .  ‘2750.00  | 


1854-0  BU-65  Nicelv 
1876  Choice  BU-60+H 
1877-S  BU-65  A  Proo 


flaw  oi 


..14* 


Small 


rtth 


1856  XF-At '-45+  Original  P-L  surfaces 

small  Reverse  mark . 1. 

1867  Gem  BU-65+  with  Superb  strike  and  color! 
1859  Choice  BU-65  Light  golden  color  with  su¬ 
perb  P-L  strike! . 

1872  Choice  Proof-65+.  A  beauty! . 


1797  13  Stars  Fine-12  Slight  bend,  but  nice  origi¬ 
nal  surfaces! .  725.00 

1 880  Choice  frosty  BU-65+  Rare  business  strike ! .  895.(3) 

1942/41  AU-50  Very  sharp  strike .  395.(3) 

1942/41-D  AU-55  Choice  Borderline  Unc.  with 
split  bands! .  795.(3) 


1795  XF-45  An  orlgina 


1922  Plain  Red  a 


n  Unc.-60  Weak  Rev. 


*7 (hu  (?e*t  TUeAd  &  Slhx* 

1 885  Choice  BU-65  Rare  business  strike! . 

1857  Ty.  2  Choice  BU-65  A  lovely  toned  original 

coin  with  above  average  strike  . . . . . 

1862  Type  3  Choice  Proof-65  with  Superb  blue 
toning!? . 


. .  .7750.(3)  I 


1796  Small  Eagle  XF-40  Original  with 

nor  edge  dinges . 

1836  Gobrecht  VG-8  Small  plug  at  943) 

or  and  attractive . 

1836  Gobrecht  VF-XF-35+  No  probl 
deep  grey  black  toning . 


395.(3) 

995.(3) 

1,650.(3) 

795.(3) 

895.(3) 


Fully  si 


Lh  original  P-L  surfac- 


ItlcA eU 

1886  Proof-60+  Beautiful  color  with  srm 

flecks . 

1918/7-D  VF-20  overall.  A  very  sharp, 
Circulated  coin  with  ANACS  papers, . . 

1918/7-D  VF-XF-35.  A  lovely  sharp  specimen 
with  minor  Reverse  planchet  flaw  on  1 


795.(3) 

475.(3) 

435.(3) 

750.(3) 

1,250.(3) 


1805  AU-i 

cs!  Very  tough  ripe . 

1819  BU-60  Original  fully  toned  surfaces . 

1825/3  Choice  AU-55+ Light  golden  surfaces -  1,1.11™ 

1916  SL  VG-F-10  .  550.(3) 

1916  SL  VF-20  Sharply  struck  with  few  light 

marks .  825.00 

1916  SL  VF-25  Original,  problem  free! . 

1916  SL  AU-50  Sharp  and  plcuslng 

1916  SL  BU-60+  Very  lustrousand  attra 

1917  Tv.  1  Gem  BU-65+  Fully  struck 

1918/7-S  F-VF-15  Scarce! . 

1918/7-S  AU-50  Very  sharp  overdale. 


.  1650.(3) 


.  1495.(3) 


1 860-0  BU-60  Very  lustrous . 

1893-S  VF-XF-35+  Sharp  and  original. . 


1922  Grant  v 

1938- PDSO 

1939- PDS  O 


h  Star  Choice  BU-65  Origina 

gon  Set  BU-65+  . 

gon  Set  BU-65+.  A  Gem  oi 


Obve 


•  My  Policy  • 


Z.  100%  Guaranteed  sa 

3.  One  week  return  pri 

4.  Grading  guarantee  - 
official  standards  of 


COLONIAL  COINS  -  CONTINENTAL 
AND  COLONIAL  PAPER  MONEY 


This  new  list  is  1 
and  paper  money  a 
Send  for  our  free  n 


3W  available  on  request.  Both  coins 
e  on  sale  at  special,  low,  low  prices. 
n  listing  now! 


Xonttau  W.  Pollen 

Phone  (207)  655-7957  Day  or  Wight 
P.O.  Box  145  So.  Casco,  Maine  04077 


U  S.  HALF  CENTS 


1382.  1793  Only  year  of  this  type.  Obverse  Fine,  reverse 
slightly  better.  Was  purchased  as  Very  Fine  and  cost 
$300.00 

1383.  1794  Large  planchet,  lettered  edge.  Reverse  struck  at 
right  angles  to  obverse.  Shows  very  little  wear.  Reportedly 
cost  $350.00 

1384.  1795  Lettered  edge,  punctuated  date,  G-3.  Fine  or 
slightly  better,  valued  at  $175.00 

1385.  1796  Thin  planchet,  plain  edge,  pole  to  cap.  The  famous 

Dr.  Edwards  coin,  records  state  only  12  struck  and  R  K 

possibly  fewer  exist  today.  Practically  Uncirculated,  D  ^ 

medium  brown  color.  Latest  auction  record  was  $675.00, 
although  one  was  advertised  in  April,  1960  for  $1,250.00 

1386.  1797  Lettered  edge,  struck  on  planchet  cut  down  from 
1796  Cent,  "6"  plain  in  obverse  field.  "America"  on 
reverse  is  not  sharp;  however,  this  is  due  to  striking 
rather  than  wear.  Considered  Very  Fine  by  consignor. 

While  one  of  the  finest  specimens  we  have  ever  seen, 
prefer  to  call  it  Very  Good  to  Fine,  Valued  at  $500.00. 

1387.  1797  Plain  edge,  G-2.  Thick  planchet  and  low  head  as  on 
the  lettered  edge  variety.  About  Fine,  rare,  valued  at 
$150.00 

1388.  1804,  1809  Fine  to  Very  Fine,  2pieces  -- 

1389.  1804  Plain  4.  Very  Fine  plus  -- 

1390.  1807-26-28-29  Good  to  About  Fine,  4  pieces  — 

1391.  1809,  1854  Very  Fine  plus,  2  pieces  -- 

1392.  1809,  1851  Fine  or  better,  2  pieces  — 

1393.  1811  Extremely  Fine  to  About  Uncirculated,  dark  steel 
color.  Rare  and  choice,  valued  at  $235.00 

1394.  1826,  1857  Fine  or  slightly  better,  2  pieces  -- 
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A.  N.  A.  Convention 

Auction  Sale 

August  16 ‘•17-18-19,  1961 

Hotel  Biltmore  -  Atlanta,  Georgia 

***** 

ORDER  OF  SALE 

FIRST  SESSION: 

Friday  Afternoon,  1:00  P.  M.  -  Lots  1  to  600 
SECOND  SESSION: 

Friday  Evening,  7:00  P.  M.  -  Lots  601  to  1248 
THIRD  SESSION: 

Saturday  Afternoon,  1:00  P.M.-Lots  1249  to  End 


RARE  UNITED  STATES 

FOREIGN  AND  ANCIENT  COINS 
U.  S.  CURRENCY  AND  MEDALS 


CATALOGUED  AND  SOLD  BY 

James  Kelly 

LICENSED  AND  BONDED  AUCTIONEER 

WORLD  NLJMISMATIQUES ,  INC. 

Three  Thirty  Three  West  First  Street,  Dayton  2,  Ohio 

JAMES  KELLY.  President  HELEN  PRICE,  Treasurer 

-  1  - 
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FROM  THE  DESK  OF  BERNARD  EDISON 


U.  S.  COPPER  CENTS  &  HALF  CENTS,  1796 

Lot  No. 

398  Cent,  1796.  Bust  type.  Even  close  date.  Milled  borders  on 
reverse  but  none  on  obverse.  Originally  purchased  as  ex¬ 
tremely  line.  I  classify  it  here  as  very  fine.  A  pin-point  nick 
on  center  of  reverse.  Even  light  brown  surface.  A  most  ac¬ 
ceptable  specimen  of  this  rarity.  Record  over  $60.00  for 
similar  specimen. 

399  Cent,  1796.  Bust  type.  Curved  date,  6  very  much  slanting. 
Suction  marks  at  chin.  Partly  milled  borders  on  obverse  and 
full  milled  borders  on  reverse.  Strictly  fine.  Rare.  Auction 
record  for  similar  specimen  up  to  $40.00. 

400  Cent,  1796.  Bust  type.  Date  spaced,  1  7  9  6.  Die  breaks 
through  96.  Light  nick  on  obverse.  Partly  milled  border  on 
obverse  and  full  milled  border  on  reverse.  Strictly  fine.  Cata¬ 
logs  for  $20.00  and  retails,  for  more. 

401  Cent,  1796.  Bust  type.  Evenly  spaced  date.  Slight  milled 
borders  on  obverse  and  partly  on  reverse.  Strictly  very  good. 
Free  from  any  serious  nicks  or  dents.  Very  scarce. 


Choice  Specimen  of  the  Extremely  Rare  1796  Half-Cent 
Lot  No.  402 

Half-Cent  1796.  Variety  with  pole.  Plain  edge,  as  all 
are.  I  unhesitatingly  classify  this  coin  as  extremely  fine, 
very  near  uncirculated.  It  is  sharply  struck  and  only 
the  highest  portions  show  slight  cabinet  friction.  I  doubt 
very  much  if  this  coin  has  ever  been  in  circulation.  The 
milling  on  obverse  is  wide  and  deep  but  not  well  cen¬ 
tered.  The  reverse  is  the  same  but  also  not  evenly  cen¬ 
tered.  The  surface  is  an  even  light  brown  with  traces  of 
original  mint  red  on  reverse.  A  tiny  spot  on  lower  right 
obverse,  not  affecting  the  appearance  of  the  value  of  this 
rarity.  One  of  the  best  known  specimens  of  this  the  rarest 
date  Half-Cent.  Purchased  by  Dr.  Allenburger  from  S.  H. 
Chapman  many  years  ago. 


The  SILVER  and  COPPER  COINS  of  1797 

The  silver  coinage  of  1797  consisted  of  Dollars,  Half-Dollars,  Dimes 
and  Five-Cents  silver.  The  copper:  Cents  and  Half-Cents. 

403  Dollar,  1797.  Variety  with  six  stars  to  right  of  bust  and  ten  to 
left.  Reverse,  large  letters  in  legend.  Beautiful  uncirculated 
Specimen.  Sharp  with  bold  impression  and  every  star  filled. 
Die  suction  marks  on  obverse  and  very  light,  hardly  noticeable, 
file  marks  on  reverse.  A  tiny  light  nick  at  eagle's  beak,  prob¬ 
ably  due  to  another  coin  falling  on  it.  With  full  bright  mint 
luster.  Just  about  as  perfect  as  the  day  it  was  minted.  Rare 
and  valuable  so  choice.  A  similar  specimen  is  my  Sale  of  the 
Roe  Collection  brought  $112.50. 

404  Dollar,  1797.  Same  type  as  last,  six  sxars  to  right  and  ten 
to  left  of  bust.  Strictly  very  fine.  Catalogs  $27.50  but  has  an 
auction  record  for  much  more. 
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Mehl  Quality  Sale  111 


CATALOG 

CONSIGNMENT  FROM  THE  WORLD-FAMOUS 
COLLECTION 

and  Property  of 

HIS  MAJESTY,  FAROUK  I,  KING  OF  EGYPT! 


UNITED  STATES  AND  FOREIGN  GOLD  AND  PLATINUM 
COINS,  WITH  MANY  RARITIES 

Both  varieties  of  the  1798  $10.00;  Brilliant  Proof  1863  $2.50  Gold; 
$3.00  Gold  with  Portrait  of  Lincoln.  Largest  Collection 
of  Platinum  Coins  Ever  Offered  in  U.  S.,  Etc. 

Also 

The  Dr.  Christian  A.  Allenburger  Collection 

COLUMBUS,  NEBRASKA 

UNITED  STATES  SILVER  AND  COPPER  COINS 
1793  TO  1946 

AND  THE 

Dr.  Russell  H.  Renz  Collection 

DETROIT.  MICHIGAN 

United  States  Currency;  U.  S.  and  Foreign  Gold;  Pioneer  Gold; 
Curious  Coins,  Etc. 

ALL  TO  BE  SOLD  WITHOUT  RESERVE  AT 

AUCTION 

TUESDAY,  MARCH  23.  1948 

Catalogued  and  to  be  sold  by 


rNTTLTTMil  lTMA-TI  t 
Mehl  Building  Fori  Worth,  Texas 

In  my  Forty-Eighth  Successful  Numismatic  Year 


UNITED  STATES  HALF  CENTS,  1795-1800 


12 


Lot  No. 

8  1795  Thick  planchet;  lettered  edge,  but  with  punctuated  date. 
A  beautiful  extremely  fine  specimen  with  glossy  steel  color. 
Only  a  shade  from  uncirculated.  Rare  and  valuable  so  choice. 
Said  to  have  cost  $85.00. 

9  1795  Thin  planchet;  plain  edge.  Variety  with  punctuated  date 
and  with  pole  to  cap.  Gilbert  4.  Extremely  fine;  just  a  shade 
from  uncirculated;  nice  even  medium  olive  surface.  A  beautiful 
coin  and  quite  rare  so  choice.  (Valued  at  $30.00) 

10  1795  Thin  planchet.  V/ithout  pole  to  cap.  A  difficult  variety 
to  find  choice.  This  specimen  is  strictly  extremely  fine  with  the 
reverse  nearly  uncirculated;  even  glossy  olive  surface.  Cost 
S36.00  several  years  ago  and  certainly  worth  it. 

11  1796  The  rarest  date  of  the  entire  series  of  Half-Cents.  Variety 

with  pole  to  cap.  An  evenly  struck  and  evenly  circulated  speci¬ 
men.  The  wear  is  evenly  distributed.  The  coin  can  be  classed 
as  strictly  fine  for  this  rarity.  The  obverse  is  rather  bold.  The 
coin  as  a  whole  has  a  nice  even  olive  surface.  It  was  classified 
by  former  owner  as  very  fine.  Superior  to  the  Atwater  speci- 
men  which  brought  $235.00  in  1946.  This  coin  today,  at  retail 
should  bring  at  least  $350.00.  ' 

HSfr  Another  specimen  as  last,  but  of  an  entirely  different  die 

aooTli'T,  Wt°m  “  ™  Purchased  m™y  Van?  yJs 

ago.  In  the  Allenburger  Sale  in  1948  it  .  ,  y  Y,  s 

1797  The  excessively  rare  variety  with  lettered  ori.,Q  tv.  l 

specimen  of  this  rarity  that  I  recall  Tver  hanSn,  of  Jn"  Thfs 

this  cfn  ,Ttr  anY,h‘f '  but  10  my  way  °<  'hinktag, 
mis  coin  is  by  far  more  rare  than  the  1798  Hrrlf  c  u 

ST  “!'ec,ions  as  the  Dunham,  Atwater,  Dr.  Allenburger  and 

rhr a  r f  ;pe,cimen-  " 

hne ''and  an  If  “f 

“ ,  on  hls  classification  there  can  certainly  be  no  diffe 

rren  ofaed 

Cost  $9nnn  ,  h  shows  on  reverse.  Rare  so  choice 

indrcutoS  dcef  5“  ,h‘S  da,e  Nearly 

fin_  T,  .  '.  ce  color-  VerY  scarce.  Catalogs  $4.00  in  only 

line.  This  com  cost  over  $8.00.  Y 


Page  Six 


| E5|t»£> 


MEHL  QUALITY  SALE  114 


UNITED  STATES  GOLD,  SILVER 
and  COPPER  COINS 


The  Collections  of 

SAMUEL  M.  RAPOPORT 

Allentown,  Pennsylvania 

BEN  F.  FIELD 

Los  Angeles,  California 

MISS  RUBY  DIAMOND 

Tallahassee,  Florida 
and 

Beautiful  and  Rare  Coins,  Medals, 
Orders  and  Decorations 

From  the  Collection  of  and  Consigned  by 

His  Majesty,  Farouk  I 
King  of  Egypt 


Also  Some  Very  Rare  Pioneer  Gold  Coins 
Property  of 

ALFRED  WALTERS 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
TO  BE  SOLD  WITHOUT  RESERVE  AT 

AUCTION 

TUESDAY,  JUNE  12th,  1951 

ALL  BIDS  BY  MAIL 


Catalogued  and  To  Be  Sold  by 


isr XT  r<c  i  i_r  3vi  js.it  i  rr 


MEHL  BUILDING 


FORT  WORTH,  TEXAS 


UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


Estimate 

Price 

Selling 

Price 

333 — G-5.  Plain  edge,  without  pole;  9  berries.  There  is 
a  triple  leaf  under  IT.  Fine  with  dark  even  surface. 
Scarce. 

$13.50 

$12.00 

334 — G-6.  Plain  edge,  without  pole;  7  berries,  pro¬ 
nounced  die  break  on  reverse.  Very  good  to  fine, 
scarce. 

$8.00 

$6.50 

1796 

335 — G-l.  With  pole  to  cap.  In  extremely  fine  condi¬ 
tion,  this  splendid  coin  has  retained  some  traces  of 
original  red.  Unquestionably  one  of  the  finest  known 
specimens,  it  cost  $1,000  many  years  ago.  It  cer¬ 
tainly  should  bring  no  less  today.  A  prize  addition 
to  any  half  cent  collection. 

$750.00 

- N, 

336-— The  Edwards  Die  Half  Cent  of  1796  (with  pole 
to  cap).  Uncirculated,  scarce. 

$25.00 

$22.50 

337 — Uniface  Striking  of  the  Edwards  Die.  Reverse  only, 
obverse  blank.  Uncirculated,  scarce. 

$25.00 

$17.50  ( 

Cm) 

1797 

338 — G-l.  Lettered  edge,  with  pole.  Only  good  to  very 
good,  but  rare. 

$35.00 

$27.50 

339 — G-2.  Plain  edge,  with  pole;  date  close  to  bust.  A 
die  break  from  chin.  Fine,  scarce. 

$20  00 

$22  50 

340 — G-3.  Plain  edge,  with  pole;  date  distant  from  bust. 
Fine,  scarce. 

$20.00 

$12.50 

23 


AUCTION  CATALOGUE 

Nos.  32  -  33 

Concluding  the  Sale  of  the 

WORLD’S  GREATEST  COLLECTION 

of 

UNITED  STATES  SILVER  COINS 


O  - o 

Featuring 

The  Series  of  Half  Dimes,  Three  Cent  Pieces  and  Dimes 
as  well  as 

The  Complete  Series  of  U.S.  3  Cent 
and  5  Cent  Nickel  Coins 
and  a 

Splendid  Series  of  U.  S.  Half  Cents. 

o - o 

With  attributions  to  the  Standard  Reference  Works 

To  be  sold  at  Public  Auction 
in  TWO  SESSIONS 
Friday,  May  11th,  1945  at  7:30  P.  M. 
and  Saturday,  May  12th,  1945  at  2:00  P.  M. 

at  the 

NUMISMATIC  GALLERY 

42  EAST  50th  STREET  NEW  YORK  22,  N.  Y. 


RARE  AND  PROOF  HALF  CENTS 


Bl 


1793  Very  Fine  .  .  $250.00 

1794  G-4,  Large  Head,  9  in  date  low,  ABOUT  UNCIRCULATED  .  195.00 

1795  G-5,  Plain  Edge,  no  pole  to  cap,  UNCIRCULATED  STEEL  COLOR .  375.00 

1795  G-6,  plain  edge,  no  pole  to  cap,  UNCIRCULATED  BROWN,  die  br.  on  rev.  450.00 

1795  Lettered  Edge,  very  fine  .  75.00 

1796  PI.  Edge,  pole  to  cap,  Edwards  Strike.  UNC.  BROWN,  Env.  says  9  KNOWN  1250.00 

1796  NO  POLE  UNCIRCULATED.  ENVELOPE  SAYS  ONLY  9  OR  10  KNOWN. 
COMPARE  THIS  TO  THE  1799  CENT  WHICH  WAS  NOT  AS  NICE  AS 
THIS  AND  WHICH  OVER  250  ARE  KNOWN  IN  ALL  AND  WHICH  SOLD 
FOR  $10,500  LAST  YEAR  IN  A  NEW  YORK  AUCTION.  I’LL  SELL  THIS 

KEY  COIN  FOR  ONLY .  9975.00 

1797  Lettered  Edge,  struck  on  a  planchet  cut  down  from  a  1796  cent  (6  still 
shows)  fine.  I  am  told  this  coin  is  a  great  rarity  in  better  than  good 

or  poor  condition  . 375.00 

1797  Same  low  head  as  above  but  struck  with  Plain  Edge,  fine.  The  Standard 
Catalog  of  U.  S.  Coins  contains  this  on  page  45.  It  is  many  times  rarer 

than  most  1797s .  99.00 

1897  G.4.  1  Over  1  in  date,  RED  AND  BROWN  UNCIRCULATED,  struck  from 

dies  that  seem  to  have  gone  to  pieces  (many  die  breaks) .  375.00 

1800  UNCIRCULATED  STEEL.  Have  seen  priced  at  $100.  My  price,  only -  85.00 

1802  Fine.  A  rare  date.  Try  and  find  a  better  one .  125.00 

1804  Plain  4,  Stemless  wreath,  RED  UNCIRCULATED  .  75.00 

1804  Plain  4,  Stems,  About  UNCIRCULATED  (Some  Red)  .  165.00 

1806  Small  6,  Stemless,  ABOUT  UNCIRCULATED .  44.50 

1807  Extra  Fine.  A  nice  looking  coin .  29.50 

1826  RED  UNCIRCULATED,  Reverse  a  nice  steel  blue,  BEAUTIFUL  SHARP 

STRIKE  .  35.00 

1828  12  stars,  ABOUT  UNCIRCULATED.  A  hard  coin  to  find  nice .  32.50 

1831  Original,  Very  Fine,  2  or  3  pinhead  nicks.  Standard  Catalog  of  U.  S. 

Coins  on  page  49  has  this  as  only  5  proofs,  3  uncirculated,  and  5  or  6  in 
lesser  grades  being  in  existence.  This  must  be  rarer  than  even  the  1796 
pole  to  cap.  When  the  Standard  Catalog  came  out  in  1957,  the  price  on 
it  was  $135.00.  The  price  now,  no  doubt,  would  be  $275.00,  or  $300.00. 

My  price  only .  250.00 

1831  Large  berries,  restrike,  reverse  of  1836,  PROOF,  RED  and  STEEL .  395.00 

1832  UNCIRCULATED,  tan  and  brown  $17.50;  1833,  PROOF;  RED,  GREEN, 

PURPLE  .  135.00 

1834  G-l,  PROOF,  RED  ALL  OVER,  $250.00.  1835  PROOF,  RED  AND  STEEL  150.00 

1836  ORIGINAL,  PROOF;  STEEL  BLUE.  Dupont  one  in  1954  auction  sold  for 
$240.00.  Found  another  record  in  auction  for  $365.  Envelope  says  ONLY 
9  OR  10  KNOWN.  (Didn’t  say  how  many  of  these  in  Museums  or  other¬ 
wise  off  the  market.)  If  this  were  in  a  big  auction  it  would  sell  now  for 

$600  or  $700.  My  price,  only  .  495.00 

1837  Token.  UNCIRCULATED,  RED  ALL  OVER.  Never  saw  one  like  it .  95.00 

1840  ORIGINAL,  PROOF,  STEEL  AND  BROWN  .  350.00 

1840  RESTRIKE,  PROOF,  RED  AND  STEEL  BLUE.  1958  Auction  record,  $200. 

This  gem  would  now  sell  at  Auction  for  over  $300  or  $350.  My  price,  only  285.00 

1841  ORIGINAL,  PROOF,  RED  ALL  OVER.  1958  Auction  record,  $210.  This 

gem  would  now  sell  at  Auction  for  $400  or  $450.  My  price  only .  375.00 

1841  RESTRIKE,  PROOF,  RED  ALL  OVER  .  295.00 

1842  ORIGINAL,  PROOF,  RED  ALL  OVER.  1958  Auction,  $235.  This  gem 

would  now  sell  at  Auction  for  $375  or  $400.  My  price,  only  .  350.00 

1842  RESTRIKE,  PROOF,  RED  ALL  OVER.  I  sold  one  for  $245  in  1958.  My 

price  today,  only .  295.00 

1846  ORIGINAL,  PROOF,  RED  AND  STEEL  BLUE.  This  gem  only .  295.00 

1847  RESTRIKE.  PROOF,  RED,  LAVENDER  AND  STEEL  BLUE.  1958  Auction 
record,  $210.  This  gem  would  now  sell  at  auction  for  $350  or  $375.  My 

price  only  .  325.00 

1848  RESTRIKE,  PROOF,  RED  AND  STEEL  BLUE.  1958  auction  record,  $275. 

this  gem  would  now  sell  at  auction  for  $375  or  $400.  My  price,  only.  .  .  .  335.00 

1849  Large  date,  ABOUT  UNCIRCULATED  .  .  25.00 

1850  PROOF.  RED  AND  LAVENDER.  1958  auction  record,  $175.  This  gem 

would  now  sell  at  auction  for  $275  or  $300.  My  price,  only .  250.00 

1851  PROOF  TAN  &  BROWN.  I  can't  find  any  records  on  this  one.  Envelope 
says,  ONLY  2  KNOWN.  If  this  came  up  at  auction  I  bet  it  would  sell  at 

$1000  to  $1500.  My  price .  750  00 

1852  RESTRIKE,  PROOF  STEEL  BLUE.  1958  auction  record,  $165.  Would 

now  sell  at  auction  for  $250  or  $275.  My  price,  only .  225  00 

1857  PROOF,  RED  &  STEEL  BLUE.  GEM.  Worth  $200,  $225.  My  price,  only  175.00 
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AUCTION  CLEARANCE 


I  am  listing  some  of  the 
ses.  Usi 


expensive  pieces  as  an  AUCTION  —  top 
ns.  Will  send  coins  before  payment  only 
with  before,  or  who  have  done  business 
with  other  long  established  dealers  or  a  bank  reference.  All  others  (if 
you  don't  give  reference)  must  send  deposit  with  bids.  Will  sell  all  these 
coins  here  at  any  bids  above  my  cost  (no  matter  how  little  over  my  cost). 
I’ve  had  some  of  these  coins  quite  a  while  so  some  will  be  a  real  bargain. 


2 

‘ iSpHi * 


s-  *•  as,  ss  £■&&*  * 

‘ 10  jstBfStuxgsirtazf 


9.  lc  1799  Over  98,  Very  Fine.  A  $1500.00  coin  nowadays. 

”•  11  £2  fttS^SSe^JSSS,  -*• 1 ■"  1 


13' — 


Bios 

14.  lc  1913-S  Roll  50.  Fine  to  Very  Fine.  Trends  y 

15.  lc  1922-D  Roll  50,  Fine  to  Very  Fine.  Trends  Vi 

16.  lc  1926-S  Roll  50,  Fine  to  Very  Fine.  Trends  vs 

1T- 

18‘  5°  befng^^ered  ™owa&SJra  ^for  ^t4^0*?0~  everyon 
19‘  5C 


23'10cS«mS^1HS 

24.  10c  1870-S  Very  Fine.  Not  many  of  these  arou 

25.  10c  1871-CC  Fine,  maybe  better  (new-timers  nv 


26.  10c  1872-CC  V< 

27.  10c  1873-CC 


£*&  f&s iis  fz&rssr'^i 


30.  10c  1901-S  X 

31.  10c  1913-S  t 

32.  10c  1916-D  1 


0  Hi 


38.  25c  1849-0  Very  good.  Catalog's  lowest 

39.  25c  1878-S  Very  fine.  X  sold  one  last  s 

40.  25c  1891-0  Very  good.  Catalog’s  lowest 


J.  S.  Schr 


A.N.A.  7477  (old-- 


CASH  ON  THE 

Paid  for  Collections,  Paper  Money,  R« 
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ulated. 


nickel, 

itliout 


rare. 

lickcl, 


CENTS— Continued. 

486.  1861  Nickel,  nearly  proof. 

487.  1862  11  perfectly  uncirculated. 

488.  1863  “ 

489.  1864  «  '  «  “ 

490.  1864  Copper;  perfectly  uncirculated. 

491.  1865  *  “ 


HALF-CINTS 


■will,  at  once,  command 


The  unusually  fine  condition  of  these  half- cents, 
the  attention  of  collectors. 

492.  1793  Fair  for  date,  rare. 

493.  1793  Splendid  copy  of  this  date.  ^ — - - — _____ 

494.  1784  Rarely  found  better,  scarce. 

495.  1795  Thia  die,  very  good  for  this  variety. 

496.  1796  Fine  copy  of  this  excessively  rare  date. 

497.  1797  Broad  milling,  excellent  for  this  rare  variety. 

498.  1797  Another  variety,  very  good. 

499.  1800  Poor. 

500.  1802  Very  fair  for  this  rare  date. 

501.  1803  Very  fair,  scarce. 

502.  1804  Splendid,  perfectly  uncirculated. 

503.  1804  Fine  color;  if  anything,  better  than  the  last. 

504.  1804  Uncirculated. 

505.  1804  Very  fine 

•506.  1805 

507.  1806  Splendid ;  perfectly  uncirculated.  The  best  I 

have  known  to  be  offered  for  sale. 


508. 

1806 

Fully  equal  to  last,  beautiful. 

509. 

1806 

Not  as  good  as  last,  but  very  fine. 

510. 

1807 

Fair  for  this  date. 

511. 

1808 

«  «  « 

512. 

1808 

About  like  the  last. 

513. 

1809 

Very  fine,  uncirculated,  scarce. 

514. 

1810 

Poor,  scarce. 

515. 

1811 

Fair  rerv  scarce. 

OCTOBER  24  &  25,  1865,  AT  5  P.  M. 


AMERICAN  SILVER 

A.^D  COPPER 


&  G  • 


This  collection  is  the  property  of  a  gentleman  who  knows  the  value  of 
Coins,  and  has  spared  neither  pains  nor  cost  in  its  selection.  The  collection, 
as  a  whole,  is  in  very  fine  condition,  while  very  many  of  the  specimens  are 
unsurpassed  for  beauty  of  preservation. 


TO  BE  SOLD  BY 

MESSRS,  BANGS,  MERWIN  &  C0„ 

594  &  596  BROADWAY,  COR.  OF  4TH  ST.,  N.  Y.. 

ON  TUESDAY  AND  WEDNESDAY,  OCT.  24  &  25. 


Tlie  Sale  to  commence  each  clay  at  5  o'clock,  P.  BI. 


LOTS  1  TO  602  ON  TUESDAY. 

“  603  “  1217  “  WEDNESDAY. 


rgp  Gentlemen  unable  to  attend  the  sale,  can  have  their  orders  carefully 
excuted  by  addressing  the  Auctioneers,  Messrs.  Bangs,  Merwin  &  Co., 
Edward  Cogan,  Esq.,  46  North  10th  St.,  Philadelphia,  or  Henry  Coox, 
74  Friend  St.,  Boston. 


CATALOGUED  AND  SOLD  UNDER  THE  DIRECTION  OF 

HENRY  COOK,  74  FRIEND  STREET,  BOSTON. 


FALL  RIVER: 

\VM.  S.  ROBERTSON,  PRINTER,  5  BEDFORD  ST. 

1  86  5. 
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STRUCK  COPIES 


EARLY  AMERICAN 
COINS 


RICHARD  D.  KENNEY 


Struck  Copies  of  Early  American  Coins 


shilling  and  sixpence,  by  the  use  of  horizontal  lines  which  Wyatt  placed  in  the  dies  as 
hc  copied  the  engravings  from  Felt's  “An  Historical  Account  of  the  Massachusetts 
Currency"  published  in  1839  which  in  turn  was  copied  from  Folke’s  English  Coinage 
published  in  1763.  The  pieces  are  similar  to  but  cannot  be  directly  attributed  to  given 
Crosby  numbers.  Attention  is  invited  to  the  American  Numismatic  Society’s  Numismatic 
Notes  and  Monographs,  No.  103  by  Sydney  P.  Noe,  where  Wyatt’s  copies  are  more 
fully  discussed  on  pp.  50*55. 

1.  New  England  shilling  copied  from  engraving. 

2.  New  England  sixpence  copied  from  engraving. 

3.  Oak  Tree  shilling  follows  Crosby  lbD. 

4.  Pine  Tree  sixpence  Crosby  1A  hut  no  dots. 

5.  Pine  Tree  threepence  follows  Crosby  2bB. 

6.  Oak  Tree  twopence  date  of  genuine  is  1662. 

7.  Pine  Tree  penny  a  complete  fabrication.  There  is  no  genuine  penny. 

8.  Good  Samaritan  shilling. 

EDWIN  BISHOP 

Beyond  the  fact  that'  his  address  was  9  Dutch  Street,  New  York  City,  and  that 
he  was  said  to  have  acquired  Wyatt’s  dies,  nothing  is  known  of  Bishop.  We  know,  on 
the  basis  of  his  circular  letter,  that  he  struck  thirty  sets  in  silver,  bronze,  and  tin  of  the 
Washington/Crystal  Palace  Medal  of  1853,  Baker  361.  W.  Elliott  Woodward,  whose 
range  of  knowledge  should  be  reliable  proof,  also  claims  for  Bishop  the  following  copies : 
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COPY 


1.  Washington  1793  Half  Cent.  A  fabrication  in  copper.  Baker  27;  Bushnell  1254. 
According  to  Baker,  only  2  specimens  known,  one  of  which  is  in  the  National 
Collection.  The  obverse  of  this  piece  is  a  shell  and  the  reverse  is  from  a  genuine 
Half  Cent.  The  two  halves  were  skilfully  joined  by  Bishop. 

2.  Good  Samaritan  Shilling  from  Wyatt’s  dies  struck  over  an  English  gold  guinea. 
This  piece  is  a  mule  from  the  obverses  of  Wyatt’s  Good  Samaritan  and  Oak 
Tree  Shillings.  “Mr.  Edwin  Bishop,  late  of  New  York,  informed  me  many 
years  ago  that  the  dies  for  the  Wyatt  counterfeits  having  come  into  his 
possession  he  struck  a  few  sets,  regular  in  form;  in  Silver  and  Copper;  that  he 
then  took  an  English  guinea  and,  using  the  obverse  dies  of  Wyatt’s  good 
Samaritan  and  Pine  tree  shillings,  he  struck  this  coin;  that  he  made  no  similar 
one  in  any  metal  whatever,  but  immediately  destroyed  the  dies.  Hence  this 
die  is  strictly  unique  and  must  ever  remain  so,  both  as  regards  metal  and 
impression.  At  the  sale  of  Mr.  Bishop’s  Collection,  Dec.  17,  1863,  it  was 
purchased  by  Mr.  Lightbody  for  $42.50  which,  considering  its  great  rarity,  and 
desirability  was  not  an  immoderate  price.” 

7<[ote  following  lot  4606,  Woodward  Sale,  7s [ov.  18,  1878. 

The  piece  was  bought  in  by  V/oodward  himself  for  jive  dollars  as  there  was 
no  apparent  competition  in  the  sale. 

3.  All  of  Wyatt’s  dies  in  copper.  Early  statements  in  sales  catalogues  claim  that 
only  two  sets  were  made  by  Bishop.  See  Lot  1911  in  Brooks,  Colburn,  Finotti 
etc.  Sale  of  April  1863  catalogued  by  Woodward. 


ROBINSON’S  COPIES 

As  observed  from  one  of  his  store  cards,  Alfred  S.  Robinson  (1836' 1876)  of 
Hartford,  Conn,  was  a  “banker,  broker,  notary  public,  dealer  in  stocks,  bonds,  notes, 
land  warrants,  uncurrent  money,  and  all  kinds  of  American  and  foreign  specie”. 
Another  store  card  adds  numismatist  to  his  versatility  in  business.  Robinson  was  an 
active  collector  as  well  as  a  coin  dealer;  the  year  1861  reflecting  two  auction  sales  of 
his  collections  in  addition  to  his  own  fixed-price  lists.  The  accompanying  table  is  re' 
produced  from  one  of  these  price  lists  and  records  the  number  struck  of  the  medalets 
and  copies  that  he  published. 

The  Non  Vi  Virtute,  Rosa  Americana,  Brasher  Doubloon,  and  New  England 
token  were  engraved  by  Joseph  Merriam  of  Boston,  while  George  H.  Lovett  was  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  Non  Dependens  Status  and  the  Washington  piece.  The  .last-named 
coins,  not  included  in  the  table  because  they  were  struck  in  1862-63,  prove  the  most 
interesting.  The  Non  Dependens  Status,  dated  1778,  whose  history  of  the  original,  if 
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a)  Bolen  placed  the  tip  of  the  first  E  of  Excelsior  to  the  right  of  the 
left  foot  whereas  the  genuine  has  the  E  directly  below  the  foot. 

b)  The  copy  has  the  outer  oval  on  the  reverse  coinciding  with  the 
top  ground  line;  the  genuine  has  two  complete  ovals,  the  outer 
one  breaking  the  top  ground  line. 

c)  The  copy  produces  a  perfect  alignment  of  the  side  of  the  second 
G  in  George,  the  bottom  of  the  ear,  and  the  lowest  point  of  the 
star  that  follows  Clinton;  the  star  on  the  genuine  is  high  and 
cannot  be  aligned  with  the  ear  or  the  G. 

d)  There  is  a  dot  in  the  O  of  George  placed  there  as  a  secret  mark 
by  Bolen. 

Copper  10.00'10.65  grams;  Genuine  Copper  ditto.  Bolen  37;  Johnson  40. 
Silver  copy  was  struck  over  an  1822  Quarter  by  Bolen. 

9.  MULE  of  Reverse  2  with  Reverse  3.  Bolen  Mule  No.  1.  One  struck  in  brass. 

10.  MULE  of  Obverse  7  with  Reverse  8.  Bolen  Mule  No.  11.  2  Silver,  40  Copper, 
5  brass. 

11.  MULE  of  Reverse  7  with  Reverse  8.  Bolen  Mule  No. 12.  5  struck  in  copper. 

12.  MULE  of  Obverse  8  with  Reverse  7.  Bolen  Mule  No.  13.  5  struck  in  copper. 

13.  MULE  of  Obverse  8  with  Obverse  7.  Bolen  Mule  No.  14.  5  struck  in  copper. 

14.  MULE  of  Reverse  2  with  Obverse  4.  Unlisted  by  Bolen  and  probably  struck  by 

Edwards.  The  dies  are  obviously  defaced  and  partially  restored. 

Other  mules  also  exist  combined  with  Bolen’s  Store  Cards  and  unlisted  both  by 
Bolen  and  Johnson. 

EDWARD’S  COPIES 

Very  little  is  known  of  Dr.  Frank  Smith  Edwards  of  New  York.  His  name 
appears  regularly  amongst  the  buyers  in  the  sales  catalogues  of  the  1860’s  a  fact 
which  unquestionably  placed  him  in  the  ranks  of  serious  collectors  of  the  day.  His 
own  collection  was  catalogued  by  Edward  Cogan  and  sold  by  Bangs,  Merwin  ii  Co.  in 
October  1865,  shortly  after  his  death.  None  of  his  copies,  incidentally,  appeared  in 
the  sale.  The  authority  for  his  responsibility  in  striking  and/or  issuing  copies  rests  with 
W.  Elliot  Woodward  and  Ed  Frossard  in  the  case  of  the  Half  Cent,  and  with  Edward 
Cogan  for  the  Immune  Columbia  which  is  illustrated  by  Crosby  on  Plate  X. 


1.  HALF  CENT  1796.  12  pieces  struck;  4.85  grams;  genuine  5J)5  grams.  Bush' 
nell  2768.  In  the  Francis  S.  Hoffman  collection  sold  in  New  York  during  a  four' 
day  sale  in  April  1866,  Woodward  has  this  to  say  about  lot  944:  “One  of  the 
Edwards  counterfeits;  as  fine  as  when  it  fell  from  the  die;  this  piece  is  found 
in  no  cabinet  in  the  country;  the  dies  were  destroyed  since  the  death  of  Dr. 
Edwards,  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck  from  them,  with  the  exception  of 
twelve  purchased  from  him,  his  statement  being  that  they  were  bought  in 


January'February,  1952 


11 


Struck  Copies  of  Early  American  Coins 


!l) 


London.  It  now  appears  that  the  dies  were  made  to  order  in  New  York  City. 
The  piece  in  this  sale,  incidentally,  was  purchased  by  Crosby  for  $5  50 
IMMUNE  COLUMBIA/NOVA  CONSTELLATIO 

a)  The  reverse  of  Edwards’  die  has  the  lowest  star  pointing  directly 
between  V  and  A  of  NOVA,  whereas  the  star  of  the  genuine 
tends  to  point  toward  V. 

b)  The  space  between  the  C  of  COLUMBIA  and  the  head  is  wider 
on  the  genuine  than  on  the  copy. 

c)  There  is  no  ground  line  visible  on  Crosby’s  illustration  of  Ed' 
wards’  copy. 

Note:  The  writer  has  been  unable  to  procure  a  specimen  of  the  Edwards  copy 
for  illustration  and  weight. 


DICKESON  COPIES 

Prof.  Montroville  Wilson  Dickeson  (18LV1882)  was  best  known  for  his 
American  Numismatic  Manual  published  in  Philadelphia  in  1859.  Although  a  doctor 
of  medicine,  most  of  his  years  were  spent  in  the  study  of  antiquities  and  archaeology. 


ORIGINAL 

1.  SOMMER  ISLANDS  SHILLING.  Copper'Nickel,  copper,  brass,  white' 
metal.  This  piece  comes  muled  with  various  store  cards  and  medals.  Although 
Crosby  called  this  a  Robinson  piece  and  others  attributed  it  to  Idler,  it  re- 
mained  for  Woodward  to  give  Dickeson  credit  for  issuing  this  copy.  It  was 
struck,  probably  in  Philadelphia,  in  the  1850’s. 


COPY  ORIGINAL 

2.  CONTINENTAL  DOLLAR  1776.  Copper,  tin,  and  according  to  Haseltine, 
also  50  specimens  in  silver.  Struck  as  a  souvenir  for  the  Centennial  of  1876, 
thls  pi£5e’  lke  the  Preceding,  cannot  deceive.  Years  later,  in  the  twentieth  cem 
tury,  Thomas  L.  Elder  acquired  the  dies. 
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3.W  2164 
/.  *'c'  2765 

'•l  *  2766 
S.-i-o  2767 

ft,']  V  2768 


/iO»  2769 

^  "S'  2770 
6  2771 
/  V6  2772 
^  2773 
Ifo  2774 
3'2775 
^  3-2776 
3  3~2777 
3-2778 
/  (>o  2779 
1,  t  o2780 
;,c.o  2781 

^  ^  2782 
2783 
>1-  2784 
>4-2785 
/  1  2786 
£-2787 
/  c/2788 
/  2789 
/,j  O  2790 
2.  5'2791 
/  *l  2792 
/<*  4~o2793 
o  2794 
/4\7<f  2795 
/‘S'. ci  *  2796 
/$.V  2797 
o27  98 
/ 1>~  2799 

•  ?  2800 
7-o  2801 
/0, 1/3-2802 
/*>  2803 


1795.  Same  variety.  Yery  good.  Rare. 

1795.  Thick  planchet;  plain  edge.  Variety  to  above.  Planchet 
cracked.  Uncirculated.  Traces  of  bright  red.  Yery  weak  impression. 
1795.  Thin  planchet ;  plain  edge.  Fine.  Light  olive. 

1795.  Thin  planchet.  Bold  impression.  Extremely  fine.  Light  olive. 
Rare.  See  plate. 

1796.  Edwards’ counterfeit  die.  Uncirculated.  Sharp,  beautiful  im¬ 
pression.  Extremely  rare.  After  his  decease  the  die  and  any  speci¬ 
mens  remaining  were  destroyed. 

1797.  Thin  planchet.  Uncirculated.  Beautiful  light  olive.  A  splendid 
specimen.  Exceedingly  rare.  See  plate. 

1797.  Thick  planchet.  Good.  Rare. 

1800.  Extremely  fine,  olive  color.  Scarce. 

1802  over  1800,  as  all  are.  Good.  Rare. 

1803.  Yery  good.  Scarce. 

1804.  Uncirculated.  Light  olive. 

1805.  Yery  good.  Scarce. 

1806.  Uncirculated.  Bright  red. 

1806.  Uncirculated.  Bright  red. 

1806.  Extremely  fine.  Light  olive. 

1807.  Extremely  fine.  Light  olive.  Seldom  seen  thus. 

1808.  Uncirculated.  Light  olive.  Rare. 

1809.  Uncirculated.  Sharp,  even  impression.  *  Steel  color,  without  a 
blemish.  A  splendid  specimen.  Rare  in  this  state.  See  plate. 

1810.  Yery  good,  nearly  fine.  Scarce. 

1811.  Good.  Slight  puncture  on  obv.  Rare. 

1826.  Uncirculated.  Bright  red.  Scarce. 

1828.  Twelve  stars.  Fine.  Scarce. 

1828.  Thirteen  stars.  Uncirculated.  Bright  red. 

1828.  Thirteen  stars.  Uncirculated.  Steel  color.  2  pieces. 

1829.  1832,1834.  Yery  fine.  Light  olive.  3  pieces. 

1831.  Electrotype.  Yery  fine. 

1833.  Proof.  Obv.  bright  red.  Rev.  steel  color.  Rare. 

1833.  Uncirculated.  Bright  red. 

1835.  Uncirculated.  Bright  red. 

1836.  Original.  Beautiful  proof.  Extremely  rare. 

1841.  Original.  Beautiful  proof.  Extremely  rare. 

1843.  Original.  Beautiful  proof.  Extremely  rare. 

1844.  Original.  Proof.  Light  olive  color.  Extremely  rare. 

1846.  Original.  Proof.  Light  olive  color.  Extremely  rare. 

1847.  Restrike.  Beautiful  proof.  Extremely  rare. 

1848.  Original.  Beautiful  proof.  Extremely  rare. 

1849.  50,  51,  53.  Uncirculated.  Light  olive.  6  pieces. 

1851.  Uncirculated.  2  pieces. 

1852.  Beautiful  proof.  Original.  Extremely  rare. 

1853.  Uncirculated.  Bright  red. 
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CELEBRATED  AND  VALUABLE  COLLECTION 


AMERICAN 

COINS  AND  MEDALS 

OF  THE  LATE  > 

Charles  I.  Bushnell,  esq. 

OF  NEW  YORK. 
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1795  Thick  planchet,  very  good  for  this  variety,  scarce. 
1795  Thin  planchet,  very  fine  indeed,  rare. 


1796  One  of  the  Edwards  counterfeits ;  as  fine  as  when  it 
fell  from  the  die  ;  this  piece  is  found  in  no  cabinet  in 
the  country  ;  the  dies  were  destroyed  since  the  death 
of  Dr.  Edwards,  together  with  all  the  pieces  struck 
from  them,  with  the  exception  of  twelve  purchased 
from  him,  his  statement  being  that  they  were  bought/ 
in  London.  It  now  appears  that  the  dies  were  made  to' 
order-in  New  York  city. 


1797  Yery  good  indeed  for  this  date  ;  seldom  found  so  fine. 
1797  Nearly  equal  to  the  last. 

1800  Fine.  ' 


1802  Very  fine  indeed;  from  the  Chambers  collection:  the 
best  ever  offered  at  a  public  sale. 

1802  Yery  good  for  date,  which  is  seldom  found  fine. 

1808  Good. 

1803  Equally  good. 

1804  Very  good. 

1804  About  like  the  last. 

1805  Very  good. 

1805  Better  than  the  last. 

1805  Equally  fine. 

1806  Bright,  uncirculated,  scarce. 

1806  Another  equally  good,  scarce. 

1807  Very  good  for  date. 

1808  Very  good  for  date,  which  is  seldom  found  fine. 

1808  Equally  good. 

1808  Doubly  struck,  giving  to  the  head  a  most  grotesque 

appearance ;  from  the  Bertsch  collection. 

1809  Uncirculated. 

1809  Uncirculated. 


CATALOGUE 


Numismatic  Collection 

OF 

•FRANCIS  S.  HOFFMAN,  Esq., 

OF  NEW  YORK. 

TO  BE  SOLD  BY  AUCTION, 

IN  NEW  YORK  CITY, 

On  Tuesday ,  Wednesday ,  Thursday  and  Friday ,  April  24,  25, 
26  tfW  27,  1866,  at  the  Book  Trade-Sale  Rooms  of 

LEAVITT,  STREBEIGH  &  CO., 

498  BROADSTAT. 

SALE  WILL  COMMENCE  EACH  EVENING  AT  PRECISELY  SIX  AND 
A  HALF  O’CLOCK. 

Coins  on  Exhibition  each  day  at  10%  A.  M. 

CATALOGUE  BY  W.  ELLIOT  WOODWARD. 


Orders  for  the  sale  will  be  faithfully  executed  by  Edward  Cocas,  Esq.,  101  Wil¬ 
liam  St.,  X.  Y. ;  by  the  Auctioneers ;  or  W.  Elliot  Woodward,  Roxbury,  Mass. 


NEW  YORK: 

Press  of  J.  M.  Bradstreet  &  Son. 
1866. 


c  fs/<ry 


Pj2^  7^r~t 

rMi^i  Qj~cfac&_ 

^(yM^-4  /~?fC  f-ojbl  .  C <n^ 

UfM^  O-  3jkJ  ^u^Jt  fU4v  $oJ-  /m^CJU 

C<z  A/A^X 

SaJ2^)  ^  **  »**.  <*>~/W- 

t&tu&uZtf  c,  Msj  it>ff  fjixc^ 

W?  QoO^'.  fly 

<5^fe'1’  cfJLji  «. 

G~P  ^C,  <^  Qe-fJlu^X^  q/ 

^  OJ^ 

tffW  cJfjafUu, 

/,£&.[ 

^ JL^mS''  Jp*-  ' 

01*1^ 


KJJL  t(t*js(  Or  (2.  "...  . 

Xjut  .  ,  .  db>  crj  <k  JLn 

])^  .  Aj ^Aviu^A^M  C^JLi^AiOn^  auuJL  £+\*aa&JLj 
S  *  f4  -  C£*^ok*JU*  . 

AJ^o  A*  A^AUa*Au/v|U!  3/23/W 

U*fc^  .  f  ^4Uaa  Jy  f  A-4  AA*  . 

(V^  «j^  -&<£  Jum£*a*6  •'j  '■f^u-6  'ihe 

/vi^r  <$*&  ^-6^rfo.uA^  ^JU. 

S-ff.  CMa^  UJ*.*A  V***A4SU  U04u*A.  SA0  . 
^  **JAa*  C^tai^a^  JLA  /if.  HjxXjL 

KLoa^JL^  ^  x^j^sL^  -itdk  'JLa  CA-^4w\  UJW-A 

Ov  ouWuX  ^fu>e  *^4^ 

-tba.  (Lse.  it  £**«.  f  oL d*A<J&  t^L*  -C^t  L4  ^Aa-v\ 

^  X^JUsm  itedt 

4iw*.  ^ivcwMO^  CLp^es^dH  . 


$1  CJhrfi^  \0m>£Lo*^)  (UJ2  >J-7  /ftf  At?1#' 

>5  -B~M>  5&/ejdUji.  ^4^  CL^M^ 

^  2768  Ua^WJUCQ.  @  £.7T 


*> 


I  /  ft  .fc^Ht/fl#  ^ 

t^i,  M  1*911  CWWniU»4  ®5"»0  Uf^dti) 


*l/*>(*9 

bo- 

T - 

r  i  l^yuJ^AAQ  f  ^  if 3/b5 

lL%  X?5?  S?vf  |/7.  1%j*aJL*+ 

r 

1  »  4^607  5jcji**tcJk  '6a-«a 

te£#4£fc>  /jsrtftj  ItttA  'fo  AaJLA  4 1  71'  3°  *#&2-5” 

7£  2-^i2.v^^ 

f  4(57  ?  )  T^vuj  T 

19.5  ^  amAL^a#  eX  tgfC. 

I ^Kc^ajJ)  lysvxiJK  y***-'  ^4/^c  /u^t£ 

C*ua uIko^  Y  (4iu(  y\ . 

^  ^r  sf^(  9??  7S 

WT  Ot>*A  ^  »  3  y\  34*4  UA\M 

X^va  j^tzU  J*T.£.UiJK  M5  £>5  BA 

•  feuAA  QjuXcJLvJa  71,? 

#  *>631.  iT,£) ^  vu\\*t  Xuj uh*^<JZ7/ 

JUA.  /JlAt^y  jtftf  lV  Ku  ^A4«X^fe-y 

(  ^  ^ 

1  yO />  *r\  (o/>  vJc>  lWe:feMiN2A^  aW  )^Mr\jm 

— tv -  -  -rt~  ” 

'  JtUa>S-  cxX  gu^>  e*u£  - 

7  j 58  ~  0^-m«  k  U*  A 

"  Uw^/ 


A~t/z  c*. 


fn- 


£ *£cU*  'jtvLdi  h  (?<* gci-x^- 

S<M^  /2tc  /4r/7,  /£-  /#7$  ^  /i/e^/rdA, 


/ 


J 


(P/t*M>* 

/««/< 

-ft 
#•* 
■Jay 
t£u*+u& I 


16  U.  8.  CENTS. 

(  C8 44  1841  Another  impression.  Uncirculated.  Olive  color 
7i  345  1842  Large  date.  Uncirculated.  Dark  olive  color 
/^-346  1842  Large  date.  Uncirculated.  Light  olive  color 
J-  V  oM7  1842  Small  date.  Proof  impression.  Sliglit  spot  of  corrosion 
/£348  1843  Fine  proof  impression.  Very  scarce 
fS 349  1843  Date  partly  under  the  bust.  Dark  olive  color.  Fine 
//^350  1843  Date  under  the  bust.  Rev.  large  legend.  Uncirculated. 

Black 

/  £351  1844  Fine  proor  impression.  Very  rare  and  desirable 

/  ZS8G%  1844  Another  impression.  Uncirculated.  Dark  olive.  Scarce 
/  (  1353  1844  Another  impression.  Red  color.  Nearly  uncirculated 

1 6 354  1845  Fine  proof  impression.  Very  rare  and  desirable 

/£>355  1845  Uncirculated.  Red  color.  Scarce 
/  ^356  1845  Another  impression.  Uncirculated 

g  ^7*357  1846  Fine  proof.  Very  rare  and  desirable 

ZJ% 58  1840  Two  impressions.  Fine.  Barely  circulated.  Scarce 
$~c  359  1847  Fine  proof  impression.  Very  rare  and  desirable 
J  ?  360  1847  Fine  bright  red  uncirculated  impression.  Scarce 
ZJilGl  1848  Fine  proof  impression.  Rare  and  desirable 
1848  Bright  red  uncirculated  impression.  Scarce 
1848  Another  impression.  As  fine  as  the  preceding 
/^364  1848  Another  impression.  Uncirculated.  A  trifle  smeared 
l  ,r365  1849  Proof  impression.  Not  quite  equal  to  the  other  proofs. 

7J- 366  1849  Fine  uncirculated  impression.  Scarce 
J  6  £307  1850  Fine  pnw/impression.  Bare  and  desirable 
/J-!J68  1850  Nearly  uncirculated.  Stars  a  little  flattened 
//389  1851  Fine  Cent.  A  little  smeared 
C i  370  1852  Fine  proof.  Rare  and  desirable 
^<3^371  1852  Very  line  red  uncirculated  Cent 
ZsO  372  1852  Another  impression.  Nearly  as  fine 
t  &  373  1853  Proof  impression.  Very  scarce 

£t>374  1853  Stars  a  little  rubbed.  Uncirculated,  and  red  color 
/U-P375  1854  Proof  impression.  Good  and  scarce 

/p-£  370  1855  Slanting  date.  Fine  proof  imprcs-iori 
l^£377  1855  Slanting  date.  Proof  polish.  Fine  dCt *t 


M 

Am 


Am 


Jzt 


U.  S.  CENTS. 


17 


^^^80 
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1855  Straight  date.  Red  and  uncirculated 
1850  Fine  proof.  Rare 
1858  Uncirculated  impression.  Red  and  fine 
1857  Small  date.  Proof  impression.  Fine  and  rare 
1857  Smnll  date.  Two  impressions.  Uncirculated.  Red  and 
nearly  so 

1857.  Large  date.  Fine  impression.  Red  color 

U.  S.  HALF  CENTS. 

1793  A  very  beautiful  uncirculated  Half  Cent.  Very  rare  in 
this  condition  and  very  desirable 

1793  Another  impression.  A  little  rubbed  on  the  cheek  and 

hair,  but  very  good  and  scarce 

1794  A  fine  impression.  Barely  circulated.  Scarce 

1794  Another.  A  variety.  Head  rubbed,  but  good 

1795  Thick  plauchet.  Two  Hundred  for  a  Dollar,  on  flic 

edge.  Unusually  good  impression.  Barely  circulated. 
Scarce 

1795  Thin  planehet.  Very  weakly  struck.  Reverse  cracked. 

Barely  fair 

1796  The  head  rubbed,  but  Liberty  and  date  fair.  Even  in 

this  condition  it  will  be  desirable  for  many  collections 

1796  Another  impression.  A  beautiful  uncirculated  piece, 

from  the  Edwards  dies.  I  believe  about  twelve  were  , 
circulated,  and  I  destroyed  all  that  were  in  the  posses- ( 
sion  of  the  late  Dr.  Edwards,  at  the  time  of  his  death.  ' 

1797  A  very  beautiful  impression,  perfectly  uncirculated,  and 

exceedingly  rare.  Broad  milling  on  the  edge 
1797  Another  uncirculated  impression  as  regards  the  whole 
face  of  the  coin.  The  die  cracked  exactly  opposite  the 
figure  1.  The  date  closer  together.  The  milling  on 
the  edge  a  trifle  irregular,  but  a  very  desirable  piece 
1800  A  very  tine  impression.  Almost  uncirculated  and  scarce 
1800  Another  impression.  Nearly  as  fine 
1803  A  good  impression  of  this  rare  date.  Better  than  usual 

1803  A  fair  impression,  but  rather  scarce 

1804  A  very  good  impression 
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U.  8.  HALF  CKNTS. 
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1805  A  very  fine  impression.  Nearly  uncirculated  and  scarce 

1805  Another  impression,  nearly  as  fine 

180(5  Red  color.  Nearly  uncirculated 

1806  Another  fine  impression.  Dark  olive  color 

1807  A  belter  impression  than  usually  found 

1809  An  uncirculated  impression 

1809  Another  impression.  Fair 

1810  A  flue  impression  and  very  scarce 

1811  A  good  impression  and  very  scarce 

1811  Another  impression.  Struck  from  the  dies  while  in  the 
possession  of  the  late  Mr.  Mickley,  but  which  have 
within  the  last  few  weeks  been  repurchased,  (not  seized, 
as  has  been  stated  in  the  papers),  by  the  Government, 

.  and  destroyed;  making  the  few  that  have  been  struck 
very  desirable 
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1826  Fine  impression,  but  black  color 

1826  Two  impressions.  Fine  and  barely  circulated 

1828  Very  fine  impression.  Red  color 

1828  Another-impression.  Same  condition  and  color 

1828  Another  impression.  More  circulated 

1828  Five  stare  facing.  Very  fine  for  date.  Scarce 

1829  Two  impressions.  Both  fine 

1831  Beautiful  proof  impression.  Exceedingly  scarce. 

nble 

1832  Uncirculated  impression.  Scarce 

1832  Two  impressions.  Fair  and  fine 

1833  Beautiful  proof  impression.  Olive  color.  Rare 
1833  Uncirculated  impression 

1833  Another,  about  the  same 

1834  Uncirculated  impression 

1834  Another,  nearly  as  fine 

1835  Uncirculated  impression.  Scarce.  Red  color 
1835  Uncirculated  impression.  Light  olive  color 

1835  Two^itnpressions.  Both  fine 

1836  Proof  impression.  Extremely  scarce 

1837  Half  Cent’s  worth  of  pure  Copper.  Uncirculated 
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U6420  1837  Half  Cent’s  worth  of  pure  Copper.  Barely  fair 
/  4^430  1840  Proof  impression.  Very  scarce 
6  ZS 431  1841  Proof  impressfan 
£  J~t4 32  1842  Proof  impression 

ft* 433  1843  Proof  impression.  Original  dies.  Very  scarco 

£  ZiM34  1843  Proof  impression.  Original  dies.  Very  scarce 

f  ZS43S  1844  Proof  impression 

/£  4*436  1845  Proof  impression 

£  42*37  1846  Proof  impression 

f  4*438  1846  Proof  impression 

£  t*>430  1847  Proof  impression 

£  ZdA 40  1848  Proof  impression  # 

£j44l  1849  Large  date.  Uncirculated  impression 
/J  TV* 42  1849  Small  date.  Proof  impression.  Originul  dies. 

4*443  1850  Fine  impression 
<2"444  1851  Fine  impression 
/  2T445  1852  Proof  impression.  Rare 
S 416  1853  Fine  impression 
/0  447  1854  Fine  impression 
^448  1854  Fine  impression.  Bronzed 
/  *  *440  1855  Proof  impression.  Very  rare 
/  4£450  1855  Proof  impression.  Very  rare 
/J451  1855  Two  uncirculated  pieces 
/y452  1856  Two  impressions.  Both  fine 
1~  Z ^453  1857  Fine  bronzed  proof.  Very  fine  and  scarco 


FOREIGN  THALERS,  CROWNS,  &o. 

’  A  very  fine  assortment. 

PU404  John  Frederick  II.,  Duke  of  Saxony.  Head  to  right,  in  armor. 

Rev.  "  Landgr.  Thuring,"  Ac.  ITclmcfed  shield.  Good. 
No  date 

<3  455  1550  “  Albert  D.  G.  Marchio  Brandenb.”  Head  to  left.  Rev. 

A  cross  with  five  shields.  “  Si  Deus  pro  nobis,  quis 
contra  nos.”  Fair  and  scarce 
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